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PREFACE. 



The author of the following pages has no apology 
to make for publishing them. His conclusions respect- 
ing the origin, authority, and influence of the Bible are 
the result of long and patient research, and mature 
observation. Twelve years of his life were spent in an 
earnest study of that book, in the languages in which it 
purports to have been written, conscientiously believing 
that in searching it he should find eternal life. His 
great desire was to learn from it, if possible, how to per- 
fect himself in all goodness, and bring himself into har- 
mony with the laws of Nature and of Nature's God. 

He found the Bible to abound in moral precepts as 
pure as ever came from human lips; and in as stem 
rebukes of evil-doing, and as earnest appeals to sympathy 
and conscience, as can be found on the records of this 
world. The spirit, the teachings and life, of the gentle 
Jesus, the martyr of Calvary, have, for the most part, 
ever found an echo in his heart His soul can no more 
reject the principles of love and forgiveness, as they were 
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illustrated in his life and death, than it can reject its own 
consciousness of existence. But the Bible, as a whole, is 
received by Christendom as infallible truth, — as man's 
only rule of faith and practice. This view of that book 
has been the source of a vast amount of crime and suffer- 
ing. It is against this idea, so fearfully fruitful of evil to 
man, that the following work is aimed. It is the deep and 
earnest conviction of the author, that the Bible, thus 
received, has ever been an enemy to human progress in 
knowledge and goodness. There is not a crime which has 
not been systematically and openly perpetrated under its 
sanctions. 

As a book of authority, to decide what is true and false 
in principle, and right and wrong in practice, the author 
regards it as he does any other book- Not one of the 
Evangelists pretends to be inspired of Grod, and incapable 
of mistakes, as a writer of the life of Jesus. Why should 
we claim for them. an infallibility which they never claimed 
for themselves? No doctrine is true or false, no prac- 
tice is right or wrong, because it is sanctioned or con- 
demned by the Bible. He reads that book as he does 
others, regarding it simply as a human production ; assum- 
ing that it may err, and feeling free to reject whatever he 
deems to be false and wrong. Whatever he would reject 
if found in '* The Liberator,'* or in *' Uncle Tom's Cabin," 
he would reject when found in the Bible. Whatever he 
would reject as untrue and unju§t ifhea ^d pr dpne by 



William Lloyd Garrison or Harriet Beecher Stowe, he 
would reject as iintrue and nnjost if said or done by Jesus 
Christ. 

It is said, if we reject any part of the Bible, we must 
reject the whole, because it must all stand or &11 together. 
The remark is simply absurd. As if it should be said, that 
truth and falsehood, wisdom and folly, are so blended, that 
one cannot be believed and practised without the other. 
If a man believes it is right to love enemies and forgive 
injuries, he must also believe it is right to hate them and 
seek revenge. The argument runs thus : if there are two 
dishes on the table, one of poison, the other of wholesome 
food, we cannot eat the one unless we eat the other ! 

The author has spoken of the Bible and Jesus plainly, 
but in sincerity and fidelity to his own convictions. The 
freedom of his remarks may seem impious to those who 
regard and worship Jesus as Grod. He regards him as a 
man, and thinks and speaks of him as a man ; feeling as 
free to sit in judgment on his words and acts as he does on 
those of other men. As an act of justice he demands that 
what he has said of Jesus and the Bible shall be judged 
from his own stand-point, and not from the stand-point of 
those whose views difier widely from his own. 

There are sincere, honest, and able men in the churches 
and the priesthood. The author has noticed many instances 
in which he thinks the Bible is opposed to the fixed, eter- 
nal principles of Love, Mercy, Justice and Equity. Can 
1* 
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they answer his argument, and show that, in all the cases 
specified, the book is in harmony with the divine attri- 
butes? The cry of "infidelity" is no argument, and all 
reflecting minds are coming to see that it is not There is 
the record. Certain actions are said to have been com- 
manded or approved by God. Did thb just and loving 
Author of our bbinq actually enjoin or approvb 
ALL the Bible sats he did ? K he did, there are men 
in the priesthood and church competent to prove the fact. 
Will they attempt it? Many, whose minds are filled with 
painful doubts, will wait anxiously for a reply. K no 
satis&ctory answer be given, many sincere and earnest 
spirits will conclude none can be given. Their doubts will 
yield to a certain conviction that Nature is the onlt 
Revelation of God to man. 

tbde author. 
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INTRODUCTION. 



Man has certain wants. In proportion as these wants are or 
are not suitably supplied will be his happiness or his misery 
in this and in all ^ture states of Ms existence. This will be 
admitted by every reflecting mind. If any natural want be 
not supplied at all, or if the supply be unsuitable in quality or 
in quantity, suffering must ensue. To know what are our true 
natural wants, and what constitutes the natural supply, is all 
man needs to know, in order to his perfection and happiness. 

It is admitted by all, that, without any direct, arbitrary in- 
structions from his Creator, man may know, to a certain extent, 
what are his wants, and what constitutes a healthful supply. 
But it is argued that there is no power in man that is fully com- 
petent to guide him in this matter. It is said that some super- 
natural instruction, direct from God, is necessary to preserve 
him from error and its fatal results, and that man's destiny can- 
not be happily worked out without it. 

The great argument for this necesnty is derived from man's 
inability to comprehend what are his natural wants, and to select 
the suitable supplies. This inability is argued from the mistakes 
man often makes in regard to these matters. It is certain he 
does make mistakes in seeking supplies for the wants of body 
and soul. Society, for instance, is a want of every man. How 
fearMly men mistake in seeking a supply for that want ! 

The errors and the crimes of nations that have not the Bible 
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are put down as evidenoes of man's inability to determine, with- 
out a supernatural revelation, what constitutes a natural supply 
to his wants. The bloody scenes of the French Revolution, and 
the massacres and cruelties of savages, are adduced to prove the 
necessity of an arbitrary revelation. But the fact is overlooked 
that all these tribes and nations, that have not the Bible, and 
commit these atrocities, do them, not under the guidance of their 
natural instincts and reason, but under the teachings of what 
they consider a supernatural revelation. Even the horrors of 
the French Eevolution (horrors that sink into insignificance 
compared to those of the Inquisition, of the Crusades, of the wars 
of Christians, of slavery, and of the murder of friendless old 
men and women for supposed witchcraft — all done under the 
direct sanction of the Bible, as understood by those who did 
them) were not the result of the natural reason and sympathies 
of those who committed them ; for the actors in that tragedy 
had been trained to a belief in the Bible as man's only standard 
of duty, and they committed no deeds more cruel and murderous 
than they were taught to believe Gt)d had expressly commanded 
in their sacred volume. There is not a scene of treachery, of 
cruelty, of murder, or of licentiousness, recorded of that national 
tragedy, which is not fully matched by deeds recorded in the 
Bible, and there said to have been done by the express command 
or sanction of -what the Jews and Christians called God, and by 
his " c?u)sen, hoiy people." 

It seems impossible for man to devise or perpetrate any grosser 
offences against justice and mercy, than the Bible records as 
having been done by the sanction of God. If the crimes of 
nations that have not the Bible are arguments for the necessity 
of a supernatural revelation for them, what must the crimes of 
Bible nations prove? They prove that their supposed super- 
natural revelation has been of no use to them ; or that it is no 
better than human instincts and reason as a guide of life. If 
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{he orimes committed by heathen nations are proo& that Nature 
is not a sufficient guide for man, the same crimes, and even worse 
ones, done by Christian nations, — and that, too, under the 
sanction of their sacred oracles, — prove most conclusively that 
the Bible is not a sufficient guide. The same facts and argu- 
ments that are brought to show that Nature is not to be trusted 
to regulate the intercourse of man with man, prove, beyond a 
doubt, that the Bible is not to be trusted ; for no savage ever 
perpetrated deeds more revengeful and unjust than are habitu- 
ally and systematically done by Christians. The Bible as a 
guide of life, tested by the spirit and actions of those who receire 
it, has no advantage over human nature in its most savage forms. 
The United States and England — two of the most enlightened 
Bible nations — commit more violations of the laws of nature, 
under the names of war, slavery, and government, than the 
wildest and most savage tribe of men on the globe ever committed. 
In seeking supplies for their social and spiritual wants, no people 
show themselves more imbecile in judgment, more dark in their 
moral perceptions, and more utterly incapable of a true selection, 
than those who profess to be guided by the Bible. Of all teach- 
ers or guides of life, none can be worse than the Bible, when 
received as it generally is, that is, tJie whdU of it as the loord of 
God. 

I would know the wants of an oak or a rose. I go^to the tree 
or flower, and never think that a direct revelation from its Cre- 
ator is necessary to enable me to know it. I expect no such 
instruction to teach me the number and nature of those wants, 
nor yet how to supply them. These things are to be learned 
only by a close attention to the facts in relation to the nature 
and growth of the tree or flower. The wants of any qmmal are 
revealed in the animal, not in a book ; and if we would know 
them, and how to supply them, we must go to the animal, and 
study its nature and habits, and not to a book. 
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So man's wants are revealed in his body and soul, and fuh 
where dse. Would we know those wants, we must go to man, 
not to God. If we would know how to get a natural supply for 
them, we must observe what things are adapted healthfully to 
satisfy those wants. A supernatural revelation is as necessary 
to instruct us as to the wants of a tree, and how to supply them, 
as to inform us what are our wants, and how to supply them. 

God is a want of human nature. But what kind of a God 
is adapted to meet that want ? Not a God of vengeance, wrath, 
blood, and cruelty. A being who can be pleased to see human 
beings oppress and kill one another; who can approve or connive 
at polygamy, incest, rape, plunder and murder; who can be 
appeased by the slaughter of innocent men, or by the blood of 
beasts, or by the blood of his " only-begotten Son," cannot meet 
this want. The soul fears, but cannot love him. Only a God 
of love and justice, who respects man's right to life, liberty, and 
happiness, can ever meet the demands of our nature. The pure, 
just, truth-loving soul cannot be satisfied with all the ideas of 
God that are put forth in the Bible. 

Immortality is a want of our nature. Man has the power 
to appreciate life. He has the power to wish to live, and to 
apprehend the idea of unending being. Nature creates the want, 
and Nature has a supply for that want Nature creates no want 
for which she does not create a supply. I believe that all that 
is essential to constitute a man or woman will live forever. 
But the Immortality presented by the Bible docs not meet our 
wants in this matter, any more than does that presented by the 
mythology of Greece and Rome. The writers of the Bible, 
whoever they were, presented such views of God and Immortal- 
ity as they possessed. They were the highest and purest they 
had. But it is absurd to suppose that human beings have made 
no improvement in their conceptions of God and Immortality 
since the days of Moses and Jesus. In the five books attributed 
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to Moses — but of which it is now admitted by many that he 
never wrote a word -^ there is not an allusion to another state ; 
and in no book are there reoorded more gross and revolting 
ideas of God than in those. In the teachings of Jesos and the 
apostles there are allusions to another state; but they seem to 
me to be unnatural and unfitted to the wants of the human soul. 
For instance, the parable of the rich man and Lazarus (Luke 16: 
19 — 31) ; the account of the separation (Matt. 25 : 31 — 46) ; 
the descriptions in the book of Revelation (chapters 20 and 21). 
It is represented as a Jlzed state, in which all who enter it with 
a certain character for evil will ever remain evil ; holding out 
no hope that the mistakes and sins of this state can be remedied 
there. The representation is, that all the future, after leaving 
this state, is to depend solely on the character formed here, or 
on faith in the sufferings and death of Jesus. It seems to me 
much more natural to consider the next state in close and 
pleasant juxtaposition with this, and human spirits as having the 
same variety of character there which exists here. It seems 
more rational to suppose that they aio free agents there as they 
are here ; that they progress in knowledge and goodness there as 
they do here, by the application of the powers which they will 
there possess to the study of their then existing relations, and to 
the performance of the duties that grow out of those relations. 
The social relations and sympathies will exist there as they do 
here, only in a higher and purer form. Such seems to be the 
most natural view of the next state of our being. 

The Bible may be considered as a history of various 
attempts to administer to human wants a natural supply. The 
Shaster is another; the Koran another. They are all useful 
books in proportion as their writers understand and faith- 
fully describe human nature. The patriarchs, legislators, 
priests, and prophets, of the Jewish nation made known what 
tJiey supposed would meet the natural wants and promote the 
2 
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happiness of human beings. They may be supposed to lia^e 
taught and acted according to their light. Jesus and his fol- 
lowers made known what they supposed would meet man's 
actual wants. They taught and acted according to their 
knowledge of man's relations and duties. Their teachings and 
acts are before us. Man is also before us. They attempted to 
teach the world what are the nature, relations, and duties, of 
man. We know more about the science of man than they 
knew, and are better able to judge correctly as to what is 
healthful and what hurtftd to his body and soul. The race 
has not stood still three thousand, one thousand, or even one 
hundred years. We know what is salubrious, and what insalu- 
brious, to the bodies and souls of men, better than did Jesus 
and the apostles, and are better able to prescribe and obtain 
a natural and efficient preventive and cure for our physical, 
social, and spiritual maladies. Their prescriptions were as 
perfect as was their knowledge, and no more so. 

Love was their cure for all the social and moral evils of the 
human family. A more efficient one could not have been pre- 
scribed. Whatever be the perfection which the soul may attain 
in its eternal progression, it can ifever discover an aliment so 
congenial or so vitalizing as love. This healing power was 
imderstood long before the days of Jesus ; but it had not been 
applied so extensively as it was by him. Jesus and his fol- 
lowers applied it to prevent and cure wrongs, to which their 
predecessors never thought of applying it. We see its appli- 
cation to individual and social evils of which Jesus never 
dreamed. Our business is to be faithful in applying it accord- 
ing to our knowledge. If we see that love is the only power 
by which man can be governed, by which wrong can be 
prevented and right established; if we see that love, — not the 
rod, the sword, the dungeon, the gibbet, nor heU'fire^ — is the 
only power that can harmonize the contending elements of 
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sodety, secnre to all their rights, lead man to respect all of 
human kind, and introduce the reign of Liberty, Equality, and 
Fraternity, then we must resolutely apply it according to our 
light. Future ages will apply this power to cure evils of which 
we do not dream, as we apply it to prevent and cure evils of 
which Jesus and the apostles never dreamed. They deemed 
many maxims and practices consistent with love and justice 
which we consider opposed to these attributes. 

The Bible presents certain ideas of God and of man ; — are 
they all true? Christendom says "Yes! "and demands that 
the race must receive them all as true, or be outcasts from 
divine &vor. I believe many of those ideas are erroneous — 
most dishonorable to a God of justice and love, and most ruinous 
to the purity and iutegrity of the hearts and lives of men. I 
will specify several items in which, it seems to me, the Bible 
errs. 
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ITEM I. 

THE BIBLE EBBS IN BEGABD TO THE MODE 07 DIVINE BEYE- 
LATION. 

Man exists — God exists. A consciousness of these two 
facts is an essential attribute of human nature. However our 
intellects may become confused, every human soul will be true 
to itself in regard to these two facts : it will recognize its 
own existence, and that of a superior power or agent, which 
it will receive and honor as God. In this belief, of the 
existence of man and of God, I harmonize with every human 
being. 

In another point I also live in harmony with them. I 
believe that God has given to man rules, by which if he lives 
he will be, in all respects, just what he was designed to be, 
perfect and happy. Where is that Revelation to be found ? 
Here I am separated from most of mankind. Christians say 
it is found in the Bible ; Mohammedans, in the Koran ; Hindoos, 
in the Shaster ; Persians, in the Zenda-Yesta ; and Chinese, in 
the writings of Confucius. All profess to find it in books, said 
to have been communicated directly from God to those who 
wrote them. All tribes of men have their sacred oracles, 
which, as they believe, came from God — Mibaculous Reve- 
lation. In this. Christians, Mohammedans, and Pagans, agree. 
They all believe in the doctrine of Abbitbaby Revelation. 
Each religious sect believes that a reception of their sacred 
•oracle is necessary to ensure to man eternal life. They regard 
a direct revelation as a natural want of the human soul. 

I believe that Nature is God's only infallible revelation 
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fo mftn, by which he can safely live in this or in any other state 
ef existence. Man can know nothing of the great creative 
power, except through the facts and laws of Nature. God 
works out his designs solely by fixed laws, never by positive 
enactments. This is true throughout the mineral, vegetable, 
and animal kingdoms. Each tree, plant, and flower, is brought 
into being and is perfected by the operation of fixed laws. 
Many of these laws are known. The farmer acts upon his 
knowledge of and confidence in them, in his efforts to raise 
grain, fruits and flowers. So, as to the human body; it is 
known to be under fixed laws of food, drink, sleep, air, light, 
and heat. God has ^graven on every human body, as well 
as on every tree, the rules or laws by which he designed that 
body to be governed. Is this true 7 K so, then we must go 
to the body itself to learn these laws; and, in studying the 
fiiicts touching its origin, growth, and development, and its 
conditions of life and health, we consult Grod in the only prac- 
tical sense in which we can do it. All that we need to know 
of the human body is revealed to us in it, and any book that 
should say the human body can live without food, sleep, air, . 
light or heat, must be untrue, for it is opposed to known facts. 
Thus, human bodies are brought into being and developed by 
fixed laws, and never otherwise. 

This fact is admitted, so far as the material universe is 
concerned. Why should we suppose that the creative mind 
departs from this plan in reference to the human soul 7 That 
the soul is produced and perfected by the agency of fixed laws 
is as certain as that the body is. The divine plan is uniform. 
We know there are certain laws of the soul written on it, as 
elements of its existence. Would we learn how to preserve 
the soul in health and happiness 7 We must go to it ; study 
its manifestations ; observe what is pleasant and what unpleas- 
sot ; what purifies and exalts, and what corrupts and debases ; 
2* 
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in a word, we must observe the conditions on which its health 
and happiness depend. We must learn its wants, and seek 
the natural supply. The Bible is true and useful (so is any 
book) just so far as its teachings are in harmony with human 
nature, and so far as it contains a transcript of the laws 
engraven on the body and soul. First go to man and learn 
of him ; become familiar with the facts and laws under which he 
exists ; then consult the book, to see how its teachings accord 
with facts. But the common custom is first to study the Bible, 
and become familiar with its teachings, and then examine the 
body and soul of man, to make them harmonize with the book. 

Here, then, is my hope, here is my faith, in a fixed Eevela- 
tion ; a fixed law of life, engraven on the body and soul ; a 
Revelation that never changes, that is ever present and ever 
operative, and which, if obeyed, will make us just what we 
were designed to be ; but which, if disobeyed, will surely bring 
misery. This law is all-sufficient to guide and protect. If 
perfectly obeyed, it would lead to perfection. The statements 
of any book deserve confidence so far as it agrees with Nature, 
^ no further. But the Bible and all other sacred books found 
their claim to our confidence on the doctrine of Abbitrabt Rev- 
ELATION. We are called upon to receive it, not because its 
teachings accord with the facts of our nature ; not because its 
supplies are adapted to human wants ; but because its writers 
are said to have received their communications direct firom God, 
through some miraculous influence of the divine spirit on their 
own. Thus, it is said, the Bible teaches what Nature cannot 
teach ; that we can obtain a more perfect knowledge of man's 
relations, duties, and destiny, from the Bible, than by an obser- 
vation of the facts relating to his natural wants. 

If so, the Bible teaches a ruinous error ; the supposed arbi- 
trary revelation being often opposed to that which is fixed and 
true. Men, in all ages and nations, have perpetrated outrages 
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upon their nature, bj the teachings of a supposed arbitrary 
command from God. What prompted Abraham to cast his 
concubine and child into the wilderness 7 A supposed arbitrary 
command from God. His paternal nature, the revelation of 
God in his soul, rebelled against it; but this supposed direct 
command caused him to violate his nature. What led him to 
offer up his son Isaac? The same. What led the Jews to 
stone their children to death for disobedience 7 What led to the 
execution of that bloody penal code and those bloody wars 7 A 
supposed arbitrary revelation. Human nature revolts at such 
cruelty and injustice; but a supposed direct fiat &om God must 
overrule nature. So of the array of bloody sacrifices of animals. 
These were all done under a supposed revelation direct from 
Gt)d. So the Hindoo mother casts her babe into the jaws of the 
crocodile, and the Hindoo devotee is crushed beneath the car of 
his God ; human victims are offered ; poor, friendless old people 
have been burnt and hung as witches; the tortures of the 
Inquisition practised; heretics burned; tribes and nations 
butchered, — all under the instigation of a supposed arbitrary 
revelation. Nations that receive the Bible as a Kevelation 
practise slavery and war, and every crime, under its sanctions. 
The doctrine of Arbitrary Kevelation has led to the commission 
of crimes against Nature, and filled the world with woe. This 
error is taught in the Bible. I believe God communicates 
with men only through the fixed facts and laws of Nature ; 
through laws that never were and never can be repealed nor 
suspended, for one moment, for any cause ; and never by direct 
command. Therefore, I cannot receive the whole Bible as the 
word of God. 
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ITEM II. 

THE BIBLE EBBS IN TEACHINa THAT GOD IS PABTIAL IN BEYEAL- 
ING HIS LAWS TO MAN. 

The Bible teaches that He commanicates his laws to one man, 
and leaves it to him to teach them to others ; and to one age 
or nation, and leaves it to that age or nation to teach them to 
others ; and that He holds us amenable to laws of which we 
can have no knowledge, unless others, who, as it is supposed, 
have received them direct from him, see fit to teach them to us. 
It informs us that laws were given to Moses, to which the 
whole human race is to be held amenable to the end of time ; 
and that those laws were written in the Hebrew language — 
a language which not one in ten thousand of the race ever 
did or ever will hear. Not one in a million can know those 
laws, except through a translation, of the correctness of which 
they must ever be ignorant. None can ever know them, except 
by getting somebody to teach them what they are, or by learn- 
ing to read, and by getting a printed copy of them. 

Is this the way God legislates for man ? It would make him 
a tyrant, by holding him up as a Sovereign who holds us 
amenable to laws which he never gave to z^, and of which we 
cannot possibly obtain any certain knowledge. To create a 
being, and make his destiny turn on the chances of getting a 
book, written some two or three thousand years ago, in Greek 
and Hebrew, and in learning to read those languages, which 
have been dead for ages, or getting some one else to read them 
and to interpret them, is an act of injustice that would consign 
any human being to execration. 

Suppose a human father to have four children; one speaks 
Hebrew, one Greek, one Latin, and one English. The father 
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understands them all. He goes to the eldest, who speaks 
Hebrew, and in that language writes out a code of laws, which, 
he says, are essential to the welfare of all his children. He 
gives this code to the one who speaks Hebrew, and tells him to 
teach it to the rest. The father retires, and leaves the three 
younger to get at the laws as they can ; yet he holds them all 
alike amenable to them. How are these to know the laws of 
life ? The one that speaks Hebrew cannot speak the languages 
of the rest ; nor can they speak Hebrew ; nor can any one speak 
the language of any other. Must those children suffer because 
they cannot speak Hebrew, or because the one that speaks 
Hebrew cannot speak Greek, Latin nor English ? Such a father 
would be denounced as a monster. But the Bible represents 
God in just that light. There are thousands of languages 
among men. The Bible says God gave his laws to a few men, 
in Hebrew and Greek, and left all the rest of the race to get at 
them as they best could ; and yet holds them amenable to those 
laws. It cannot be true. Nature comes to vindicate herself 
and her God against such a charge. 

Gt)d reveals to each human being all the laws necessary for 
him to know. To Moses and the prophets, he revealed them for 
themselves alone, and not for others. What Paul received from 
God was a law for him alone. Jesus was a law unto himself, 
and to none other. The pulsations of his heart could give 
motion to no blood but his own. His lungs could inhale air 
only for himself. His soul could feel and think only for him. 
In everything he was a law unto himself, and could no more be 
a law for me, than yon oak could be a law for another oak, that 
shall be in existence eighteen hundred years hence. So each 
human being must be a law to himself, and cannot be a law for 
others. Jesus taught what he knew of himself and others, and 
so far as his teachings conform to Nature, they are true, no 
further. 
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But in this efveiy human being is equally i&Yored; for on 
the body and sool of each one the laws by which he is to be 
governed are written ; and whoever obeys them as perfectly as 
Jesus did is as true and perfect a man; and whoever teaches 
them as he did is a teacher sent of God, in the same sense that 
he was. Every child, as a birthright, has a code of laws 
engraven on its nature. To know what he must do-, he needs 
the knowledge of no books, written in any dead or living 
language ; he needs to know his own true, natural wants, and 
how to supply them. These are all he needs to know. Let him 
fully understand and obey these, and he will have all he is 
capable <Jf receiving. In other words, Know thyself, and bb 
TBUE to thyself, and then thou wilt be true to thy fellow-men 
and thy Gt)d. Just so far as Moses, and Jesus, and Mohammed, 
taught men a true knowledge of themselves, their instructions 
are true and useful, and no further. 

Look not, then, to Moses, to the prophets and apostles, to 
Mohammed or to any other man, to learn the will of God 
touching your health and happiness ; but to yourselves. Look 
not to Jesus to learn what your wants and necessities are, and 
how to supply them truly; look not to Jesus, as his life is 
recorded in the Bible, to learn what you must do to be just and 
happy ; but look to your own bodies and souls ; consult ihm' 
true wants and relations, and obey them; consult not God in 
Moses, nor in Jesus, nor in the Bible, nor in any other man or 
book ; but consult God in your own nature, and sternly obey 
that ever-true and ever-speaking Word, and you will indeed be 
his sincere worshippers; for that worship consists solely in 
fidelity to our physical, intellectual, social, and spiritual 
natures. 

God has revealed his laws to me, to you, and to each human 
being, as perfectly, to the same extent, and in the same way, as 
he revealed himself to Jesus, for he has given to each one of us 
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the veiy same Bevelation that he gave to him, and in the same 
way; he has stamped it on our bodies and souls, as he did on 
his. Jesus, if he knew more of the divine law than we do, 
obtained that knowledge just as we must; that is, by the applica- 
tion of the powers he possessed to the study of human nature, in 
himself and in others. If he knew more of God than we do, it 
was because he more closely heeded the divine voice that spoke 
to him through the works of Nature. 

As well assert that God reveals the laws of vegetable life and 
health to one tree for every other tree in the forest of the same 
kind, as that he revealed his laws to Jesus for all human kind. 
But we are assured the Bible says he did. The assertion is 
derogatory to truth, and must be injurious to man.* God is 
impartial as a lawgiver, judge, and sovereign. A code of 
perfect and just laws is presented to each human being as a 
birthright inheritance, written in a language each can under- 
stand, which, if he obeys, he lives, if he disobeys, he dies. Had 
the time, talent, industry and money, that have been expended in 
translating, explaining, enforcing and propagating, the Bible, 
been devoted to an investigation and explanation of this code, 
and in training the human family to obedience to it, how 
different had been the result ! How infinitely more productive 
of good ! It is great injustice to a child to direct it out of 
itself for a law of physical or spiritual health and life. 



ITEM III. 

THE BIBLE IS IN ERROR WHEN IT TEACHES THAT MAN MAY BE 
JUSTLY HELD AMENABLE TO ANY LAW OR BEING OUTSIDE OE 
HIMSELF. 

No matter by whom given, man cannot be justly held amena- 
ble to any law not written on his own nature ; for the simple 
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reason, he cannot obtain a true knowledge of it. By his own 
nature he must stand or fall. True, man must give account to 
God for all his deeds ; but how ? 'Solely by giving account to 
his own nature — to himself, God is ever present in each one, 
and whoso violates the laws of justice and humanity, injures his 
moral nature, and instantly stands judged and condemned before 
the tribunal within. Thus, each one is held amenable to his 
own nature, which nature, when unperverted, is a true, unerring 
judge, and, in rendering account to this, he gives account to 
God in the only practical sense in which it can be done. God 
holds no man amenable to an arbitrary law or penalty, but only 
to those that are fixed. 

The Bible represents Gk>d as holding men amenable to one 
law at one period, and to its opposite at another. What was 
considered right in Abraham, Jacob, David and Solomon, is 
counted wrong in as; what was just in Moses is unjust in us; 
what was duty in Joshua is a crime of deepest dye now. Thus, 
God is represented as ruling men by capricious laws. In this 
the Bible is opposed to Nature, and is therefore in error. 



ITEM IV. 

THE BIBLB EBBS WHEN IT DIBEOTS MAN JOB, HEALING TO A 
POWEB OUTSIDE OF HIMSELF. 

We know that, in everything beneath man, the power to heal 
is in the thing itself. Wound a tree, and the healing power is 
in the tree. So in the human body. A man cuts his finger, or 
wounds his body by tobacco, arsenic, alcohol, or a sword or axe, 
or any other poisonous or hurtful thing. Where is the healing 
power? Is it in the salve, the drug, or in any external 
appliance ? These, it is thought, may sometimes remove obsta- 
cles, and assist nature to perform the cure; though, as now 
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used, thej mord frequently are themsdves the greatest obstacles 
to a cure, and do much to cripple nature ; but, in themselves, 
the J contain no saving power. The greatest recommendation to 
any medicine is that it is harmless. But the power to heal is in 
the body, never out of it. It is the life-principle of our physical 
nature. We know this is true of all living bodies, whether in- 
stinct with animal or vegetable life. It is a most benevolent 
provision, and above all things declares the wisdom and good- 
ness of the divine architect. Since every substance, endowed 
with vegetable or animal life, is liable to injury, how expressive 
of wisdom and goodness to find each flower, grass, tree and 
animal, endowed with an inherent power of healing ! — an inhe- 
rent, birthright Eedeemer ! — a power not dependent on the 
voluntary effort of its possessor, but which, instantly and of 
necessity, flies to the wounded part, and begins the curative 
process. The advantages of such an inherent, ever-present, ever- 
watchful agent, over an external, capricious power, are great and 
obvious. Indeed, the human body would quickly perish but for 
this internal healing power. 

Yet the doctrine is, that the sotd has no such inherent 
power, but is left to the chance of finding some external agent 
to heal its wounds. Through ignorance, thoughtlessness, or 
intentional evil-doing, man has violated some one or more of the 
conditions of health and happiness, and is brought into a state 
of discord with himself, and, of course, with his God. How is 
he to be restored to harmony? Hindooism, Mohammedanism, 
Judaism, and Christianity, all point to a power outside of the 
soul. Human sacrifices, animal sacrifices, pecuniary sacrifices, 
prayers, fastings, self-torture, observance of days, times, and 
seasons, have all been tried as means to accomplish this great 
end. 

The Bible informs us that God directed the Jews to sacrifices 
of animals, to observances of days and seasons, and to the gor- 
3 
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geous temple-worship, to secure his favor; assuring us that 
without the shedding of blood there could be no redemption. 

The same book points us also to Jesus, assuring us that he is 
the Lamb of God, to take away the sin of the world, and bring 
us into loving harmony. Thus, Christendom is directed to a 
man, who lived eighteen hundred years ago, as having in himself 
a power to heal all the wounds inflicted on the human soul by 
violations of the laws under which it exists. Continually and 
earnestly, and, I may add, conscientiously , we are directed by 
millions of priests and professors to look away from ourselves to 
Jesus, as <* the way, the truth, and the life ; " and we are even 
urged to trust to his blood to purify and perfect us. 

Jesus was a man, — an embodiment of . love and wisdom, 
the like of which the world had probably not seen. He was 
indeed '< the wa^, the truth, and the life ; *' but in no other sense 
than that in which every other man is, who is equally true and 
faithful. Only as a teacher, by precept and example, could he 
be of use to us, and then only as he conformed to the laws and 
facts of our common nature. He attested his confidence in the 
truth of what he taught by his blood. The world had probably 
never before beheld God so made manifest in the flesh as it did 
in him. But he did not claim to be, nor do I think he was, the 
climax of human perfectibility. Greater things than he did 
others are destined yet to do. Yet, whatever he was, or however 
near to what all human beings were designed to be, he can be 
no more to us than any other man of the past or present, whose 
spirit is equally pure and elevated, and whose life is equally true 
and just. He was under the same physical, mental, and social 
laws that we are ; his life and health dependent on the same 
conditions, and his destiny to be wrought out in the same way. 
If through ignorance or otherwise, he violated any law of his 
body or soul, he was healed by the same power that must heal 
us. His sufferings and death could be no more to us, to affect 
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our character and destiny, than the sofferings and death of 
Michael Servetus or of Mary Dyer. There was a recuperative 
power in his soul to heal all its injuries ; but that power could 
no more restore other erring souls to love and harmony, than 
the recuperative power of vegetable life in one tree could heal 
all injuries done to all other trees of the same kind. Yet the 
work of Christendom is to point the world to Him as its only 
hope ! Thus, the Bibl^ points to God in Christ as the only trae 
supply for our wants, when injured by evil-doing. Nature points 
to God in our own souls. The Bible says, " Look to Jesus, on 
the cross ! " Nature says, " Look to your own soul ! " The 
Bible says, " Seek and find eternal life in the blood of Christ ! " 
Nature says, " Seek and find it in obedience to the laws of your 
own soul," that primeval Revelation, of which each human being 
has a copy. There is a pleading voice within each one, saying, 
" Learn of me, and find rest." Give this inward power an 
opportunity to do the work of healing, and we shall be per- 
fected. 

But — the inquiry may be raised — what can we do to be 
saved, having once done evil? Cease to repeat the tffounds, 
" Cease to do evil, learn to do well ; " that is, cease to violate 
the laws of your being, and become true to your whole nature, 
and the recuperative power in you will instantly begin, and in 
the progress of your existence will perfect the cure of your 
deepest wounds. But you may as well expect to have a bodily 
wound healed, while you constantly repeat and augment it, as to 
have your souls restored to harmony and sa»ved, while you are 
ever injuring them by wrong-doing. Cease to wound your souls 
by transgression, and the internal recuperator will work out for 
you a conscious reconciliation with the true and the right ; but, 
if you will not, no power in the universe can recover you. If 
you continue to sin, that is, to violate the conditions of life and 
health under which you exist, you must be in hell; if you 
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cease to sin, and become true to those conditions, joa will be 
in heaven. No power in heaven or earth can prevent these 
results from these different courses of action, while your present 
nature remains. 

The deep convictions of my soul compel me to speak plainly. 
I cannot see my fellow-beings deceiving themselves in a manner 
so momentous, without seeking to open their eyes to the truth. 
The doctrine, that men can be saved from the consequences 
of their evil-doing by the blood of Christ, by some outward, 
vicarious atonement, is a great and fearful delusion, and most 
ruinous in its effects upon the character and destiny of mankind. 
If, by indulgence in any wrong, we have wounded the immortal 
spirit, we may not dream that- there is a recuperative power in 
Jesus to restore us to harmony with ourselves and with God. 
As he did, we can do ; as he felt, we can feel ; we can cease to 
do evil, cease to bring disease and death to our moral nature. 
We can be, as he was, incarnations of love and wisdom, and we 
must be, or we can have no rational hope of true progress and 
ultimate perfection. We may be stimulated to greater exertions 
to be true to our nature by his teachings and example. But 
those who look with earnest longings to him to save them from 
the consequences of violated laws, or to heal the outrages thereby 
done to their nature, are destined to certain and sorrowful dis- 
appointment. Jesus had power to save himself; but he could 
do no more to avert from us the penalty of violated laws, than 
we can do to save those who shall inhabit the earth two thou- 
sand years hence. ^Jesus is with the pure and good in a higher 
sphere, and is no more to us, and can do no more for us, than 
the spirit of any other, equally true and wise. Each man and 
woman may be, and ought to be, a Saviour, a Lamb of God, 
to take away the sin of the world, as truly and in the same sense 
as he was. 

The doctrine^ that the sufferings and death of an innooeat 
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man, eighteen hundred years ago, can avert from us the natural 
and necessary consequences of our transgression, and the system 
of religion built upon that doctrine, with all its array of pomp 
and ceremony, are but phantoms. Man's only Redeemer is in 
him ; his only Conciliator — that, when by evil-doing he gets at 
war with the true and the good, can bring him into harmony 
— is in his own soul. To know the conditions of health and 
happiness, and to be true to them, is the first duty of men. Hubt 
NOT THYSELF, O man ! body nor soul ; or, if thou hast, do so no 
more, and God and heaven are thine. 

It may seem presumption to say it, yet a divinity within me, 
that may not be gainsaid, impels me to affirm, that in regard to 
man as an offender, and as to what he must do for recovery, 
a 7ieic kingdom is at karid, whose basis will be Anthropology, or 
the Science of Man. In this new dispensation, to know the con- 
stitution and laws of our being, and to obey them, to comprehend 
our relations to food, water, light, air, sleep, and heat, to the 
animal, vegetable and mineral kingdoms, and, above all, our rela- 
tions to our fellow-beings ; and to educate children to fidelity to 
their own natures, will be the single aim of all the true and 
wise. Its foundation will lie deep in the nature of man ; its 
energies will be directed to investigate and elucidate the conditions 
of health and life, and to perfect the organization and develop- 
ment of the bodies and souls of men and women. 

In this coming age human beings will not waste their indus- 
try in framing governments, in enacting constitutions and laws, 
and executing them ; but the aim of individuals and social com- 
binations will be, to discover the more just and immutable laws 
already enacted by a Lawgiver wiser and more potent than they, 
and to secure to these perfect obedience. To understand that 
fixed government which is engraven on the human body and 
soul, and to carry it out in the details of individual, domestie 
and social life, will be the glory and happiness of all. To the 
3* 
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question, What shall we do to inherit eternal life and peace? the 
ooming kingdom will answer, Know thyself, and bb tbub to 
THTSELF ! Has anj one wounded his body and soul by trans- 
gression 7 It will say to him, *^ Do so no more ! Put far firom 
thee everything in the shape of injurious food, drink, raiment, or 
amusement, or of hurtful indulgence to thy appetites and pas- 
sions ; injure not any more thy physical or mental constitution 
by excess ; defile not any more thy social and spiritual nature 
by anger, envy, hatred, revenge, avarice, or ambition, and thou 
shalt find rest and peace." 

In this coming kingdom God will be worshipped, solely, by 
the compliance of human beings with the laws of their nature. 
Those who most truly comply with the conditions of life and 
health will be accepted as the most sincere and earnest worship- 
pers. To worship God will be identical with purity of heart, 
forgiveness of injuries, love to enemies; with truth, candor, sin- 
cerity, generosity, and courage to do right ; with the exercise of 
kindness, justice, and honesty ; with total abstinence, with anti- 
. slavery, with non-resistance, with land reform, with respect and 
reverence for the rights of all. To love man will be to love 
God ; to do good to man will be to honor and glorify God ; 
while to outrage any human being will be to outrage Grod. 
Such will be the worship of the coming Dispensation. God of 
love ! may this thy kingdom quickly come ! 

The system of praising and worshipping God by singing and 
praying,, by keeping holy times and places, and the performance 
of rites:and ceremonies, will pass away, for such worship is but 
a dramaiic exhibition of God and man, of time and eternity. 
The df^Mlsta will give place to the true and living reality. Men 
will no more look to Christ and Calvary, or to any exterior 
beiDg or thing, for restoration to life and health. The energies 
of men will no longer be devoted to devising and sustaining forms 
of God-worship and- hero-worship, nor to framing and executiDg 
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govenunents or religions of arbitrary and unequal laws and pen- 
alties. This circumstantial Dispensation must pass away. It 
is founded on fiction, and not on fact; on the phantom, that 
human beings can be saved from their spiritual maladies by 
some power exterior to themselves. Of all that mighty fabric 
erected by the energy of eighteen hundred years, upon the foun- 
dation of Vicarious Sacrijicef and the doctrine that a just God 
can save the guilty at the expense of the innocent, not one stone 
will be lefl upon another. The foundation will be swept away, 
and the whole temple, so far as it rests on that doctrine, must 
fall. In religion, as in government, romance must yield to 
reality. The Kingdom of Theology, whose arbitrary laws and 
penalties were engraven on stone or written in a book, must go 
down before the Kingdom of Anthropology, whose fixed laws and 
peoalties are engraven on the more enduring substance of the 
human soul. God, as he is revealed in the Bible, must yield to 
God as he is manifested in Nature, so far as they conflict with 
each other. Thus old things will pass away, in regard to the 
means of man's restoration to himself and to God, and all things 
will become new. The old heavens and earth, which were 
peopled by theological monsters, will give place to new heavens 
and a new earth, to be inhabited by true, men and women, en- 
compassed by all loving and glorified spirits, each having in his 
or her soul and body an infallible rule of faith and practice, and 
a Saviour all-sufficient and ever willing to save. Man wants a 
Saviour ; the Bible furnishes one supply to this want ; Nature 
points to another, that is nearer to us, and far more natural and 
efficient to save. Just so far as the principles and spirit of the 
Bible, and of the Dispensation based upon it, correspond with 
the instincts and laws of Human Nature, they will enter into the 
new Dispensation as a part of it. But the authority of books, 
and of supposed special revelations and miracles, will cease; 
there will be no supposed mysterious efficacy in the blood of 
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beasts or of men, not even in the blood of Jesus, to heal the sin- 
stricken soul, and reconcile it to God. Human nature will no 
longer be viewed through the arbitrary edicts and wild abstrac- 
tions of theology, but all theology will be brought to the test 
of tangible facts. Men will not be seen and judged through the 
medium of their conceptions of God, but God will be seen, loved 
and revered, through love and respect for man, inspired by inti- 
mate knowledge of his relations and duties. God will be loved 
and worshipped as manifest, to some extent, in the flesh, in every 
human being. I say to all, look not to the past or passing dis- 
pensations, that are based, to a considerable extent, on fiction, for 
regeneration and progress ; but fix your eyes on the kingdom 
that is coming, whose base is the facts and immutable laws of 
Nature. 

ITEM V. 

THE BIBLE IS IN ERBOB IK BEGABD TO BONDMEN AND BONDMAIDS. 

Leviticus 25 : 1, 44 — 46, reads as follows : — 

«* And the Lord spake unto Moses in Mount Sinai, saying : ♦ ♦ ♦ 
Both thy bondmen and bondmaids which thou shalt have shall be of the 
heathen that are round about you ; of them shall ye buy bondmen and 
bondmaids. Moreover, of the children of the strangers that do sojourn 
among you, of them shall ye buy, and of their families that are with you 
which they begat in your land ; and they shall be your possession, and 
ye shall take them as an inheritance for your children after you, to inherit 
them for a possession. They shall be your bondmen forever." 

The question whether b<mdman here means the same as" slave 
with us I shall pass by. Several things, however, are noticeable. 
(1.) According to the Bible, it is God that speaks. (2.) He 
authorizes the Jews to buy human beings. (3.) He authorizes 
them to buy them of the heathen and of strangers ; and, in pre- 
ceding verses, forbids them to buy Jews. (4.) He authorizes 
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Uiem to hold those human beings that they buy as bondmen and 
bondmaids. (5.) He authorizes them to transmit the purchased 
men and women as an inheritance to their children, for a posses- 
sion forever. Is God partial ? Did he, by express enactment, 
give up some of his children to be bondmen and bondmaids, and 
forbid others to be so treated ? Did the everlasting Father ever 
authorize some of his children to buy the bodies and souls of 
others, and hold them for a perpetual inheritance? I know he 
never did. Yet the Bible says he did. In this the Bible at- 
tributes to God a deed which he never sanctioned. I cannot 
receive it as true, while I believe that God is just. 
The Bible says (Exodus 21 : 20, 21) : — 

** If a man smite his servant or his maid with a rod, that he die under 
his hand " [immediately], " he shall be surely punished. Notwithstand- 
ing, if he continue a day or two, he shall not be punished, for hb is his 

MONEY." 

Several things are to be noticed here. (1.) Whatever this 
means, it is prefaced by these words, "And God spake all these 
words, saying." (2.) The allusion is to a man who owns ser- 
vants and maids. (3.) The owner*s right to smite his servant 
and maid with a rod is recognized and approved. (4.) The 
owner is to be punished, if, through the severity of the smiting, 
he or she dies at once, while the smiting is going on. (5.) But 
if the smitten servant or maid lives a few hours, and dies the 
next day of the smiting, the owner is not to be punished. (6.) 
The reason given is, " for he is his money.** (7.) The right of 
the owner to smite his servant or maid unto death with impunity 
is sanctioned. Did God ever authorize human beings to buy 
their brethren, and hold and use them as money, and to smite 
men and women till they die, and then hold them guiltless, 
because they had only destroyed their own property ? The Bible 
says he did. Here the Bible is in a great error. The God of 
Nature could do no such thing. 
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The Bible says : '* Servants, obey your masters." If servants 
means slaves, or bondmen and bondmaids, then they should not 
obey their masters. The Bible urges them to do just the thing 
they ought not to do ; for no power in the universe can make it 
obligatory on one human being to obey another as a slave. This 
truth should be taught to every slave, that he owes no allegiance 
to any being or government, in heaven or on earth, as a slave ; 
for, as a slave, man owes no duties; as a slaveholder, man has 
no rights, not even the right to eat, to sleep, to breathe, to live ; 
and to combine with slaveholders to do anything, as slaveholders, 
is to recognize their right to hold slaves, and to endorse their 
slaveholding character. In this the Bible is in error. 



ITEM VI. 

The Bible says, God required the children of Achan to he 
stoned to death, because their father stole ; and that he affirmed 
that Jehu did right in cutting off the heads of the seventy sons 
of Ahah, because their father sinned; and that God commanded 
parents to stone their stubborn, rebellious and disobedient 
children to death, (Josh. 7 : 24—26 ; 2d Kings, 10th chap. ; 
Deut. 21 : 18 — 21.) Now, the God of Nature and Justice never 
required nor approved these deeds, because they are unnatural 
and unjust. Who dares say it is in accordance with nature and 
justice now for parents to stone their stubborn and disobedient 
children to death; or to punish children at all because their 
fathers have sinned ? Nature cries out against such inhumanity 
now. So it always did, for it never changes. How any father 
and mother can believe that the Author of their parental nature 
ever commanded parents to seize their disobedient children, drag 
them to the place of execution, and there hurl stones at their 
heads till they kill them, is more than I can comprehend. How 
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any man, having any sense of justice and equity, can believe 
that a God of Justice ever commanded a child to be stoned to 
death, or beheaded, because his parents sinned, it is impossible 
to conceive. Nature shudders and shrieks out in horror against 
the monstrous deed. I cannot believe the Bible speaks truth in 
these matters. 

ITEM VII. 

Again. The Bible gives the following as one of the express 
commands of God (Deut. 13 : 6, 8, 9, 10) ; — 

"If thy brother, the son of thy mother, or thy son, or thy daughter, 
or the wife of thy bosom, or the friend which is as thine own soul, entice 
thee secretly, saying, Let us go and serve other gods which thou hast not 
known, thou nor thy fathers ; * * thou shalt not consent unto him, 
nor hearken unto him ; neither shall thine eye pity him, neither shalt 
thou spare, neither shalt thou conceal him. But thou shalt surely kill 
him ; thy hand shall be first Upon him to put him to death ; and, after- 
wards, the hand of the people, and thou shalt stone him with stones that 
he die, because he hath sought to thrust thee away from the Lord thy 
God." 

Is it the natural, inalienable right of each man and woman to 
judge for themselves of the character of God, and of the true 
and most acceptable form of worshipping Him? It is. Has 
each one a right to persuade others to adopt his views of God 
and worship ? He has. Freedom to worship God according to 
conscience, is, like the right to life and liberty, natural and 
inalienable. Oan it be just and right to put a man to death for 
his ideas and practices in regard to God and worship ? It can- 
not. But the Bible requires it to be done. 

Suppose my views of God and worship differ materially from 
those entertained by my father and mother, my brothers and 
sisters; by my friends and neighbors; by the community and 
nation in which I live ; and by Christendom generally ; and by 
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the great mass of mankiDd. Their conceptions of God are most 
derogatory to Him, and ruinous to themselves. They are 
abhorrent to my ideas of justice and goodness ; for their highest 
idea of God is, that He is a being whose nature can connive at 
war, slavery, and the death penalty; whose wrath can be 
appeased, and forgiveness rendered possible, only by the shed- 
ding of innocent blood ; and whose spirit can be gratified by 
stimulating human beings to mutual slaughter. The object of 
their religious adoration is, to me, a demon of wrath, revenge 
and blood ; and but for the fact that their conceptions of God 
could never wholly root out nor suppress in their hearts their 
kindly instincts and sympathies, and their reverence for truth 
and humanity, and their sentiments of justice and right, their 
theology had converted them into monsters of injustice and 
cruelty. From a desire to save them from dangerous views of 
God, and from a puerile and false worship, I go to them and 
seek earnestly to win them to what I deem higher and truer 
views, and to a more practical and elevated worship. My &ther 
and mother seize me, and, without pity for my sufferings, with- 
out respect for my rights, without regard to my sincerity, and 
regardless of my filial love and their own parental nature, they 
stone me to death. Is there one who will say such conduct in 
my parents would not be opposed to the purest instincts and 
sympathies of humanity, and the immutable principles of natural 
justice and equity? Not one. Yet the Bible says, God required 
parents to seize their sons and daughters, husbands their wives, 
brothers their sisters, and sisters their brothers, and those whom 
they loved as their own souls, and drag them to the place of 
execution, and there to stone them with stones till they were 
dead ; solely because they sought to persuade them to embrace 
other ideas of God and worship than those entertained by their 
ancestors. The G^d that made the human soul, with its instincts 
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ftnd sympathies, never instigated man to snch a deed, the Bible 
to ilie contrary notwithstanding. (See Deut. 17 : 2 — 7.) 



ITEM VIII. 

Thb Bible says God spoke thus to the Jews (Deut. 25 : 17, 
18,19): — 

« Bemember what Amaiek did onto thee by the way, when ye came 
ibrth out of Egypt ; how he met thee by the way, and smote the hindmost 
of thee ; eyen all that were feeble behind thee, when thou wast &int and 
weary, and he feared not God. Therefore it shall be, when the Lord thy 
God hath given thee rest from all thine enemies round about, in the land 
which the Lord thy God giveth thee for an inheritance to possess it, that 
thou tkalt blot out the remembrance of Jimalekfrom under heaven ; thou 

SHALT irOT VOBGET IT." 

The account of the attack of the Amalekites is in Ex. 17 : 
8 — 16. To defend their country against the Israelites, they 
attacked them, slew them, and harassed them as they could to 
drive them back. Because they did so, it says (verse 16), 
<*The Lord hath sworn that the Lord will have war with 
Amaiek from generation to generation." Moses was commanded 
to record the injury done to them by Amaiek, that it might be 
remembered against him, and the wrath and revenge of the 
Israelites kept alive till a suitable time arrived to gratify it. 
So says the book in substance. In 1st Samuel, 15th chapter, 
is an account of the final extermination of Amaiek, and the 
accomplishment of the long-nurtured revenge. Saul is sent by 
Samuel to do the deed, and the commission is in these words : 
" Thus saith the Lord of hosts — I remember that which Amaiek 
did to Israel ; how he laid in wait for him in the way when he 
came up out of Egypt. Now go, and smite Amaiek, and utterly 
destroy all that they have, and spare them not ; but slay both 
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and ass." Some four hundred years had passed since the injury 
was done. Those who did the deed had been long gone and for- 
gotten. Several generations of their posterity had followed 
them. Now we are told God rouses up in the Jews the spirit 
of revenge, and sends them out to slaughter ** men, women, 
infants, and sucklings," to punish them for wrongs done by their 
remote ancestors. And because Saul spared the sheep and oxen 
of the Amalekites, and their king Agag, the book tells us God 
punished Saul by wresting the sceptre over Israel from the hands 
of his posterity. Can it be believed that the God of Nature 
ever commanded a tribe of men to be exterminated, because 
their ancestors, centuries before, did wrong? Can it be believed 
that the Father of men ever thus commanded his children to 
cherish the spirit of deadly hatred towards their fellow-beings, 
from age to age ; and then, after ages had past, instigated them 
to satiate their cherished revenge in the blood of infants and 
sucklings, because they were the posterity of those who had 
wronged them ? Yes, this is all devoutly believed as truth by 
Christendom ; and I am denied the name of Christian, because 
I will not believe it. The Bible is mistaken in its views of God, 
when it thus represents him. I shall never be a Christian, if to 
be one I must believe this. 



ITEM IX. 

The Bible represents God as saying to the Jews (Deut. 
7:l_-6): — 

** When the Lord thy God shall bring thee into the land whither thou 
goest to possess it, and hath cast out many nations before thee ; • « • 
and when the Lord thy God shall deliver them before thee, thou shalt 
smite them and utterly destroy them ; thou shalt make no covenant with 
them, nor show mercy unto them ; neither shalt thou make marriages 
with them ; thy daughter thou shalt not give unto his son, nor his 
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daughter shalt thou take unto thy son ; for they will turn away thy Bon 
from following me, that they may serve other gods.*" 

Did the God of Nature write the laws of love and fraternity 
on their hearts, and then forbid one portion of his children to 
enter into any agreement of friendship with another portion to 
promote one another's prosperity ? Did he ever command one 
portion of the human &mily to show no mercy to other portions 
of it, and to smite and destroy them, lest a too close and loving 
intimacy should grow up between them 7 The Bible says he did, 
and gives this as the reason why he did it : — " For thou (the 
Jewish nation) art a holy people onto the Lord thy God," there- 
fore, " thine eye shall have no pity upon the nations which the 
Lord thy God giveth unto thee, but shalt utterly consume them 
all.*' Holy people, indeed! If this is holiness, what is sin? 
K to do such deeds can entitle men to the &vor of God, what 
can render them deserving of his frown 7 

In Joshua is a history of the manner in which this holy people 
executed these instructions (Joshua 6 : 21). It says, in regard 
to Jericho, " They utterly destroyed all that was in the city, 
both man and woman, young and old, ox, ass, and sheep, with 
the edge of the sword." In Joshua 8 : 24, 25, 26, it says of the 
destruction of Ai : — 

" When Israel had made an end of slaying all the inhabitants of Ai in 
the field, in the wilderness whereunto they chased them, and when they 
were aU Mien on the edge of the sword nntil they were consumed, that all 
the Israelites returned to Ai, and smote it with the edge of the sword. 
And so it was, that all that fell that day, both men and toomen, were 
twelve thousand, and Joshua drew not back his hand wherewith he 
stretched out the spear, until he had utterly destroyed all the inhabitants 
of AL Only the cattle and the spoil of that city Israel took for a prey 
unto themselyes, according unto the toord of the Lord which he spoke by 
Joshua." 

In Joshua, tenth chapter, is an account of the destruction of 
many cities in nearly these words : " And they (the Israelites) 
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0mote with the edge of the sword, and utterly destroyed, all the 
souls therein, and let none remain, but they utterly destroyed all 
that breatheth, as the Lord God of hrad commanded" The 
same bloody detail is continued in the eleventh chapter. And 
those who entertained this hatred towards their fellow-beings, 
who had never injured them, and who waged these aggressive, 
exterminating wars against unknown and innocent tribes of men 
— innocent, at least, so far as any wrongs to their destroyers 
were concerned — are said, by the Bible, and are now believed 
to have been, " a holy people unto the Lord God ; whom the 
Lord God had chosen to be a peculiar people unto himself above 
all people that are upon the fiice of the earth." The Bible is 
mistaken here in its views of God, as a universal Father and an 
impartial Sovereign, and of the relations of man to man, as 
children of a common parent, and members of a common brother- 
hood. 

Then we are told that, for four hundred years, God watched 
over and disciplined that portion of his children, called Israelites, 
to wage this exterminating war against other portions of the 
great human family. The story, as told in the Bible, is one of 
fearful horror. God, as it relates, had settled to destroy certain 
nations, and to give their country and wealth to another nation. 
Four hundred years before the deed was done, he is made to say 
that he must wait till their " iniquity is full." So the people 
selected as his instruments of wrath and vengeance, are led 
through various trials for four hundred years ; till the Canaan- 
ites were wicked enough to be destroyed. Then, by a series of 
most astounding events, such as the passage of a deep sea and 
river on dry land — of one million being sustained forty years in ' 
a desert, without laboring for food or raiment — one suit of 
clothes lasting the whole time — the sun and moon standing still, 
and in many ways the laws of the physical universe being sus- 
pended, to enable these holy people, as they are called, to maroh 
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to the daughter of whole nations which had never known or 
injured them ! 

One of these wonders deserves particular notice, and is told 
in these words (Numbers 11 : 3) : — 

** And there went forth a wind from the Lord, and brought quails from 
the sea, and let them fall by the camp, as it were a day* s journey on this 
side, and as it were a day's jonmey on the other side round about the 
camp, as it were ttoo cubits high upon the face of the earth." 

Now a day's journey was a fraction over thirty-three miles, 
and two cubits made three and a half feet English measure. 
Here, then, in one night, a flock of quails gathered around the 
camp of Israel, covering the surface of the earth over thirty 
miles in width all around the camp, and three and one half feet 
in depth, to frirnish food for the people. That was a large 
gathering of quails to be made in one night ! Think of it ! 
Thirty miles wide all around the camp, of three and one half 
feet deep ! And all to help them on their way to slaughter the 
" men, women, infants, and sucklings," and leave not a soul that 
breatheth, in the land of Canaan. This God is said to have done, 
because he had sworn to Abraham that he would do it ; and 
because he had set his heart on the Jewish nation above all 
others ; and because he wished to put them into possession of a 
land flowing with milk and honey ; that these, having slaugh- 
tered the people of all other religions around them, might sustain 
their own peculiar views of God and worship ! 

The great end of all these wonders, and of this slaughter of 
human beings, is said to have been to establish on earth the 
doctrine of One God, in opposition to Polytheism. According 
to the account, the laws of Nature were, in many most singular 
ways, suspended, and rivers of innocent blood made to flow, and 
myriads of innocent human beings slain " by the edge of the 
sword," to eradicate idolatry from the human mind, and to plant 
in its stead the doctrine and worship of one God ! Important 
4# 
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to human welfare as may be this doctrine, and essential as it is 
that this one God' should be lovingly and reverently obeyed, can 
it be supposed that, to win men to this doctrine and to this obe- 
dicDoe, this just and loving Father would array his children in 
such bloody and malignant hostility one against another? Is 
this the way to root out error and establish truth ? Is it possible 
to win men to the love and worship of one God by such means? 
Can God possibly win the world to himself by violence and blood 
— by arraying tribe against tribe, and nation against nation, in 
exterminating, revengeful wars ? Is it possible for God to com- 
mend himself to the confidence and worship of the human soul by 
such arguments ? It cannot be done. By the inspiration and 
authority of God, in the very nature of man, I say, that not the 
Almighty God can commend himself to the love and worship of 
human beings by the slaughter of men, women, in&nts, and suck- 
lings. I repeat, the human soul instinctively revolts against 
such injustice and cruelty. God is Love. The soul of man is 
love ; and only by this can the human family be gathered around 
the throne of the true God. Love is Power, and the only 
power by which God can establish his empire over the human 
heart. By this, all can and will be finally brought to dwell in 
love. 

But the Bible and nearly all Christendom would have us 
think that the sword, dyed deep in the blood of millions, was the 
great argument to establish the doctrine and worship of one God. 
No human parent could gain such an end by such means ; much 
less can the great Father of all. The human soul, until its 
entire nature is changed, and the very capacity to love and to 
feel sentiments of justice and mercy is annihilated, can never be 
excited to love and worship any being by such means. Not the 
shrine of Juggernaut nor of Moloch stands in a deeper and darker 
ocean of human blood than, according to the Bible, does the 
shrine of that being whom Jews and Christians are called upon 
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to love and worship as the true and living God. The Bible erm, 
and the soul of man cannot and will not always reoeiye it as trath, 
in its account of the invasion of Canaan by the Israelites. 



ITEM X. 

THE BIBLE ERRS IN ITS VIEWS OF OOVEBNMENT. 

It teaches that man may rightfolly dictate law to man, and 
punish him if he disobeys. It often inculcates obedience to 
kings, magistrates, and all in authority over us, in domestic, 
social, political, and religious affiuirs. ** Ohildren, obey your 
parents ; " " Wives, obey your husbands ; " " Servants, obey 
your masters." All were to obey magistrates, or kings and 
rulers. The Jews were to obey Moses, the priests, elders, and 
judges. What they tell us to do, we must do. True, it is some- 
times added, " in the Lord ** — which is said to mean, obey them 
when they tell you to do what is right. But who is to decide 
whether the commands are right 7 Is the child, the wife, the 
servant, or the subject ? If so, why not say at once, as Nature 
says, that truth and right, not man, are the fountains of author- 
ity, and can alone make any law binding ? No command is 
binding on a child merely because it is given by a parent ; no 
order is binding on a servant or wife because it is enacted by 
congress or legislature, or dictated by a master or husband. No 
human being is under any obligation to do what a human being, 
or any number of human beings combined, tells him to do. No 
matter what relation the person or persons giving the command 
sustain to the person or persons to whom it is given, the only cir- 
cumstance that can render obedience to it a duty, is the fact of 
its being right. Nothing is true and right because Moses, 
Mohammed, or Confucius said it. We are not bound to do any- 
thing because Jesus requires it, nor to re&se to do anything 
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because he forbids it. No law is just because congress made it ; 
no precept is just because a parent utters it. That alone is true, 
just, and obligatory, which accords with the fixed facts and laws 
of Nature ; and each human being must judge for himself and 
herself of any precept or command, wherever found, or by whom- 
soever given, whether it be thus accordant. 

Moses gave commands to stone to death witches, Sabbath- 
breakers, idolaters, blasphemers, and disobedient children. He 
said he received those commands from God. Joshua gave com- 
mand to stone the wife and children of Achan to death, because 
the father stole; and Jehu, to cut off the heads of Ahab's 
seventy sons, because the father committed idolatry, and tempted 
others to do the same ; and both claimed that they received these 
commands from God. The first question is not. Did they receive 
them from God? but. Are the commands right? Is the deed 
required to be done according to truth and justice ? If it is, 
then it is to be done ; if not, no matter who gave the command, 
the thing to be done is wrong, and the command is null and void. 
So of all the precepts and injunctions of Jesus and the Apostles. 
Are they right and true ? K so, they must be obeyed, no mat- 
ter who taught them ; if not, they are null and void, no matter 
who gave them. 

No matter who Jesus was, nor what his character ; no matter 
whether he ever existed ; every human being ought to receive 
and practise the truths he taught. Certain geometrical proposi- 
tions are ascribed to Euclid, who lived before Christ. All who 
ever solved them know they are true. But to prove them false 
and invalidate their authority, some one proves that Euclid was 
a negro ; or that he was a dissolute man ; or that he was igno- 
rant ; or even that no such man ever existed. Would this dis- 
prove the truth, or invalidate the authority and mar the beauty 
of those propositions? Not at all. They are founded in 
Nature, and will stand while God and the human soul live. 
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In the Bible we read, "Love thy neighbor as thyself" — 
" Do to others as you would have them do to you " — " Love 
your enemies ; bless those who curse you ; do good to those who 
hate you " — " Return to no man evil for evil " — " Overcome 
evil with good '* — " Forgive as you would be forgiven " — 
" Blessed are the pure in heart, for they shall see God " — 
" Love casts out fear " — " Gt>d is love ; and he that dwelleth 
in love dwelleth in God, and God in him." Suppose a Jew or 
Mohammedan, or some others, should attempt to prove that 
Jesus was a blasphemer, a Sabbath-breaker, an anarchist, an 
atheist, an infidel, and a traitor to God and man (and all these 
things were said of him, and truly, so far as the popular views of 
God and government were concerned), or that there never was 
any such living person. Suppose that, to my mind or yours, 
they should succeed. Would this, in our view, invalidate the 
truth and authority of these laws and precepts, and diminish our 
sense of obligation to obey them ? Not in the least, and for this 
reason, their truth and authority, and our obligation to receive 
and practise them, rest not on the existence or character of Jesus, 
but on the fact that they are rescripts of laws engraven on the 
human soul before Jesus had a being. Our souls necessarily re- 
ceive them as true the moment they are comprehended. We be- 
lieve them, not because Jesus taught them, but because we cannot 
help it. No soul can reject as untrue these fundamental princi- 
ples of our social nature, nor can he violate them without con- 
scious loss to his moral being when he understands them. 

The Bible is in error, then, when it teaches that man may tell 
man what he shall or shall not do, and punish him if he disobey. 
It errs when it teaches that a child, a servant, a wife, or citizen, 
is bound to do anything because a parent, a master, a husband, 
or ruler, commands it. No child is bound to lie, to steal, to rob, 
to cheat, to oppress, to hate, to seek revenge, to fight, or to kill, 
beoanse a parent oommands it to be done ; no servant is bound 
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to do anything because a master orders it to be done ; no wife is 
bound to do, or to refuse to do, any act, because her husband 
requires her to do so ; no citizen is bound to obey the Fugitive 
Slave Law, or any law, because it is enacted by the sovereign 
power, by whatever name it may be called. 

There is not a human being who would not feel outraged, if 
another should assume over him the right to tell him what 
he shall do, and to punish him if he will not do it. Every one 
would denounce such a man as a violator of the dearest right of 
humanity, — the right of self-government, under God ; the right 
to govern himself according to fixed and just laws, engraven on 
his body and soul by his Creator. No man can assume this 
power over another, and not know that he is committing injus- 
tice, because he knows that it would be unjust for another to do 
the same to him. When men combine, in Church or State, and 
assume power to dictate the law and penalty, and to execute it, 
they assume and exercise the essence of all tyranny. What is 
slavery? An assumption of the right to prescribe a rule of life 
to many and to kill him if he disobeys. What is war ? An 
assumption of the same power. What are piracy, highway rol 
bery, rape and murder ? They all rest on this one assumption, 
that man may tell his fellow-beings what they shall and shall not 
do, and kill them, or do violence to their persons, if they refuse 
obedience. The slaveholder says, Give up your wife and child ! 
Stand there on the auction-block and be sold; work without 
wages ; do as / bid you, or I will kill you ! The war-maker 
says, Keep off that spot of earth ; give up that fort or that city ; 
give me that money, or those goods, or I will kill you ! The 
pirate says, Give me up your ship and cargo, and say nothing 
about it, or I will kill .you ! The robber says. Give me your 
money, or I will kill you ! The ruffian says to his victim. Sub- 
mit to me, or I will violate your person. The Christian says, 
Deny the divinity of Christ, the authority of the Bible, or our 
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interpretation of it, or reject the Pope and the priesthood, and I 
will bum you at the stake ! The Mohammedan says, Receive 
the Koran and Allah, and Mohammed as his prophet, or I will kill 
you ! The savage says, Come not near my wigwam, and hunt 
not in these forests, or I will kill you ! Moses and Joshua said 
to the Canaanites, Give up your lands, your towns and cities,' to 
us for a possession, and receive Jehovah as your God, or we will 
blot out your name from under heaven ! 

This doctrine, that man may dictate law to man, and kill him 
if he disobeys, has made the earth a charnel-house, and filled it 
with woe. In itself, it is an outrage on man, and a practical 
denial of the being and government of God. Nature cries out 
against it in every soul. Most men are ambitious to wield it over 
others; not one is willing to have it exercised over himself. 
Many are ambitious to be slaveholders ; not one is willing to be 
a slave. Nearly all are desirous to possess and exercise the 
power ; not one is willing to be subject to it. All, therefore, who 
desire to possess it, or who comsent to he invested with it, are de- 
sirous to possess and willing to wield over others a power which 
they are not willing others should have and exercise over them ; 
they are anxious to do to others that which they are conscious 
they are not willing others should do to them. They are self- 
convicted sinners. No man, as it seems to me, can assume 
this power over another, and not stand as a criminal before his 
own soul. 

The Bible says (Rom. 13 : 1 — 6) : " There is no power [gov- 
ernment] but of God ; " that " rulers are not a terror to good 
works, but to the evil ; " that " if we do that which is good, 
we shall have praise of the same " [of the government] ; that 
** he [the ruler] is a minister of God to thee for good," and " to 
execute wrath upon him that doeth evil." In all these items 
the Bible errs. The United States government is not of God, 
but of the people ; it is a terror to good works, and not to evilf 
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in the matter of slaveholding, slave-catching, war-making, and in 
regard to many other works. When we do that which is good, 
— for instance, incite slaves to run away, and help them to 
liberty, — the government does not give us praise, but fines and 
imprisonment. The government is not a minister of God to us 
for good, but it is the great supporter and encourager of 
thieves, robbers, murderers, and pirates. The same is true of 
all other governments of violence and blood. Governments, as 
such, have no authority. Truth, alone, is authoritative. 



ITEM XI. 

THE BIBLE EBBS IN BEGABB TO WAB AND THE DEATH PENALTY. 

This error is nearly allied to the preceding, the right to dic- 
tate law, and to kill the disobedient. But I wish to call atten- 
tion distinctly to this, in order to notice the assertion that God, 
as the giver of life, has a right to destroy it by stuck means as he 
sees fit. The Bible teaches that man may take human life, in 
war and as a penalty, under certain circumstances. True, it 
teaches that God is to define the crime for which death is to be 
inflicted. But who must decide what crimes he requires to be 
thus punished ? Man. So man concluded that God would have 
several classes of oflfenders put to death. This is the question. 
Did God issue these commands ? I do not believe he did. The 
Bible says he did, and gives certain evidences to prove it. I 
have no more faith in the proof than in the thing to be proved. 
Both are opposed to the teachings of God in Nature. It is of 
no use for Moses, or any one, to say that the laws of Nature were 
suspended, and miracles wrought, to further the commission of 
crime. A lie is a lie, no matter who tells it. A wrong is a 
wrong, no matter who commands it. 
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As to the assamption that Qtod has a right to kill men by 
human agency, G-od has no more right to require a man to kill 
his fellows, than he has to command him to curse his parents, 
to worship images, to bear false witness, to steal, to covet, to cher- 
ish hatred and revenge, to lie, to hold slaves, and to commit 
piracy. God has no more right to do wrong than man has. He 
has no more right to order men to enslave or kill men than man 
has. What is a violation of love and justice in man, is so in 
God. What God may command man to do to man, we may urge 
men to do to each other. What is right and just in God, is right 
and just in man ; what is wrong and unjust in man, is so in God. 
G^d can have no right to require a man to kill himself; man can 
have no right to kill himself, or to require others to kill them- 
selves. Whatever Nature forbids a man to do to himself, it for- 
bids him to do to others. Whatever Nature forbids man to do 
to himself, it forbids God and man to do to him. A violation of 
a natural law of body or mind is a wrong and outrage, whether 
done or commanded by -God or man. If Nature forbids suicide, 
it forbids homicide ; and, until it would be just and natural for 
God to order human beings to kill themselves, it cannot be so for 
him to command them to kill others. 

G-od has settled one law to bring human beings into this state 
of existence. He has established another law to take them out 
of it into a superior state. Whatever he does, he does by fixed 
and just laws. His method to transfer us from this state to the 
next is by the operation of a natural law, as he transforms the 
caterpillar into a butterfly, without any pain or anguish. He has 
no agency in the removal of those who leave this state in any 
other way. Men do leave this state in other ways ; few leave it 
as he designed. Of course, their departure is a violation of 
Nature, and God has no agency in it, except that which was ex- 
erted in attaching the certain penalty of disease and death to the 
violations of the laws of life and health, and in maintaining the 
6 
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connection between the transgresaion and the penalty. Bat the 
disease and death were not the natural result of unviolated law, 
but of its transgressions. 

But God can have no right to inflict on men the arbitrary 
penalty of death, by stoning, burning, hanging, drowning, or be- 
heading, because all such inflictions are violations of Nature. 
God has no right to destroy men by war, famine, pestilence, or 
disease of any kind. He never does ; for all who thus die, die 
in violation of divine law. Human agency is in it. Neither has 
God the right to kill men by the. agenoy of fire, water, or any 
other of the elements ; and he never does. Men are destroyed 
by floods, earthquakes, etc., but God never sends them for that 
purpose. All these are essential to the existence and healthful 
growth and happiness of the vegetable and animal kingdoms. 
Man, through ignorance, carelessness, or design, comes in contact 
with these natural phenomena, and is killed. 

Such, I think, is the law and order of Nature as respects 
human life. Now, the Bible asserts that God sent a flood, earth- 
quakes, whirlwinds, volcanoes, lightnings, hailstones, famine, 
pestilence, plagues, and various diseases, to kill human beings, and 
that when men are thus slain, it is God that kills them. We are 
told God moved David to number Israel, and then by a pestilence 
killed seventy thousand of the people, because he did it. (2d 
Samuel, 24th chapter.) It also says God sent wild beasts, ser- 
pents, and insects, to kill men, and that he often uses these as his 
instruments to destroy them. Finally, it teaches that God com- 
missions and commands human beings to destroy human beings, 
and that he sends one tribe or nation to exterminate other tribes 
of men ; that he uses men as magistrates to destroy human life ; 
that he uses husbands and wives, parents and children, and brothers 
and sisters, as means to destroy one another. In all these state- 
ments the Bible errs. The teachings of Nature are against it. 
These all proclaim the absolute sanctity of human life in this 



SBROKS OF THE BIBLE. 51 

state &om the touch of God or man, unless that law be an ezeep- 
tion by which God removes man from this to a higher state ; but 
in doing this, life is not destroyed, it only assumes a new form ; 
the connection between the vital principle and the body ceases 
naturally and happily, and the soul appears in a new state. God 
never, by direct, arbitrary command or agency, destroyed a single 
human body. He can have no right to do so, while man retains 
his present nature and relations, and the present constitution of 
the world exists. Of course, then, under no circumstances can 
it be right for man to kill himself or others. Man has an inhe- 
rent, inalienable right to life, as well as to liberty. God can 
have no more right to command a man to inflict death on man as 
a penalty, than he has to require him to inflict slavery, adultery, 
rape, polygamy, or any other violations of natural law and equity, 
for the same cause. 

The idea that God ever employed a husband to stone a wife 
to death, or to hang, shoot, or stab her ; or a wife to kill a hus- 
band ; a parent to kill a child, or a child a parent ; a brother a 
sister, or a sister a brother, is monstrous. Human nature shud- 
ders at it. The human family is a unit, bound together by 
a common parentage, common natures, common relations, com- 
mon wants, common sympathies and affections, a common destiny, 
and a common brotherhood. The idea that the universal Father 
should employ some of his children to kill others in war, by 
stoning, hanging, beheading, or in any way, or for any cause, is 
simply horrible. The human soul recoils from it. It never was 
done, and never can be done, while God is God, and man is 
man. As well assert that he employs lambs to kill lambs, 
doves to kill doves. The doctrine is a libel on human nature, and 
an insult to the great Father. 
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ITEM XII. 

THE BIBLE ERRS IN ITS VIEWS OF MARRIAGE. 

The distinction of sex extends through all ^stences which 
possess animal or vegetable life. If the male or female in any 
species of animal or vegetable were destroyed, that species must 
become extinct. 

But I would notice the distinction in the human species ; its 
naturey its object and abuses. As to its extent and duration, it 
extends to the entire being, body and soul ; a man is a rrum in 
all his nature, and woman a woman in all hers ; each having an 
organization that fits them for the peculiar offices devolving 
upon them, in the economy of perfecting and perpetuating the 
race. The soul of man fits him to be a husband and a father ; 
the soul of woman fits her to be a wife and mother. But the 
Bible says, that in the resurrection state there is no marrying ; 
that the distinction of sex ceases with our residence in the 
body, and was created for the convenience and continuance of the 
race in this state. 

Nature defines marriage to be a union, by love, between onrvt 
man and otw wonnmL, — a love that absorbs each into the other, 
and leaves to neither a separate interest in anything. Nature 
abhors polygamy and concubinage, as it does war, and slavery, 
and drunkenness. Nature has decreed it an impossibility for a 
man to have more than one wife, or a woman more than one hus- 
band, at the same time. He that has two or more wives by civil 
law, has none by Nature's law ; and a law or book that sanc- 
tions polygamy or concubinage, denies marriage. Marriage 
exists only between one man and one woman, and the desire for 
more than one is the extinction of marriage ; or, rather, it demon- 
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sfarates its absence. Such is the fiat of God, engrayen on the 
human soul. 

But the Bible says, God authorized polygamy. It holds 
up those who practised it as men after God's own heart. In this 
it sanctions a violation of the most positive law of Nature. The 
leading minds of Christendom admit that polygamy is a violation 
of natural law, and that it is sanctioned -by lie Bible. Yet they 
will not allow that the book errs. How do they get over it? As 
follows : (I quote from a work entitled ** An Introduction to the 
Critical Study and Knowledge of the Holy Scriptures; by 
Thomas Hartwell Home, B. D., of St. John's College, Cam- 
bridge," etc., printed in 1836.) — Part IV., Chapter 3d, Vol. 
2d, he says : — 

*' From the first institation of marriage, it is evident that God gave 
bat one woman to one man ; and if it be true, as it is a common ob- 
servation, that there are eyerywbere more males than females bom in 
the world, it follows that those men certainly act contrary to the law 
both of God and nature, who have more than one wife at the same 
time. Bvi though God, as supreme lawgiver, had a power to dis- 
pense with his ovm laws, and actually did so with the Jews, for the 
more speedy peopling of the world ; yet it is certain there is no such 
toleration under the Christian dispensation, and, therefore, that exam- 
ple is no rale for us." 

" God, as supreme lawgiver, had a power to dispense with his 
own laws " ! Here is the fatal rock, on to which all who receive 
the Bible as the word of God are driven. They admit that 
polygamy, aggressive war, and the penal code of the Jews, are 
contrary to Nature ; and that many things in the book, if done 
now, would be crimes. But they say that God has a right to dis- 
pense with his laws, and to require men to do what Nature for- 
bids. They admit that the command to Abraham to sacrifice his 
son, and many other things, were violations of nature ; but that 
God had a right to dispense wither set aside his own laws. Now, 
5* 
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God has no more power or moral right to require me to yiolato 
any natural law, than I have to break it without his permission. 
K I do, I must suffer while I retain my present nature. God 
cannot dispense with the law of Nature in regard to marriage, 
and make polygamy right, unless he makes man into a being dif- 
ferent from what he now is. If polygamy be wrong now, it was 
wrong in Abraham, Jacob, Gideon, David, and Solomon. And 
to be Christians, in the popular sense, we must believe polygamy 
and concubinage were right. I do not believe they ever were 
right, or that God can make them right. 

It is pitiable to hear believers in the absolute truth of the 
Bible cry out against prostitution in men and women of the pres- 
ent day, while they vindicate the same acts in men of old. They 
find no difficulty in presenting arguments against polygamy now, 
and they consign those to prison who practise it; and in the 
same breath they bring proof to show that the same act was pure 
in ancient times, and that Lot did right in giving up his virgin 
daughters to prostitution to save the angels, and that the daugh- 
ters did right in getting their father drunk, and in what followed. 
Those who justify slavery, war, polygamy and concubinage, 
among the patriarchs and rulers of the Jews, are the very ones 
who would be the first to perpetrate the same crimes, if they had 
an opportunity. The purity of heart in those who thus justify 
these deeds in others is questionable. 

The Bible considers marriage in the light of a bargain or pwT' 
chase, " Marriage," says Home, " among the Jews, and gen- 
erally throughout the East, was considered as a sort of purchase, 
which the man made of a woman he desired to marry." (Gen. 
84 : 12. Dinah sold or married to the son of Shecker. Gen. 29 : 
15 — 17. Jacob buys Rachel and Leah. 1 Sam. IS : 25 — 27. 
David buys Saul's daughter. Hosea 3 : 2. Hosea buys a wife.) 
The father of the man makes a bargain with the father of the 
woman. The afiections of the woman were not consulted ; as in 
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the case of Eebecca. She never saw the man till she was taken 
to him as a wife. We are told, God gaye special permission to a 
man, if he saw, among the captives taken in war, ** a beautiful 
woman, and he had a desire unto her to have her for a wife," he 
might take her and live with her as a wife ; and then, if he found 
he had " no delight in her," he might send her away ; only, he 
'* was not to sell her for money " to another man ; not because 
selling a woman to a man was an outrage upon her nature, but 
because he had " humbled her ; " that is, had lived with her as 
a wife. (Deut. 21 : 10 — 14.) Humbled her, indeed ! No man 
or woman was ever humbled by marriage; but no wonder a 
woman should feel humbled by such treatment. Did a God of 
Justice and Purity ever sanction such treatment of woman ? No. 
Yet the Bible says he did. 

See, also, the account of the destruction of Jabez GUead, 
(Judges 21 : 10 — 14.) The people prayed to God to know what 
should be done to get wives for the surviving men of Benjamin, 
that whole tribe having been destroyed in a war (waged, as we 
are told, by the express command of God), except six hundred 
men. The answer to their prayer was, in substance. Go, smite 
all the male and married female inhabitants of Jabez Gilead, 
and take the immarried women and give them to the Benjamites. 
They did so, and got four hundred, and handed them over. Then 
the other two hundred were directed to lie in wait in the vine- 
yard, and when the women came forth to dance at the vintage 
harvest, they were to " catch every man a wife of the daughters 
of Shiloh, and take her off to the land of Benjamin." In this 
way the Bible says men were directed to get wives in days past, 
and it is the belief of Christians that such treatment of women 
was right ; and it is counted necessary to believe it in order to 
be a Christian. 

On one occasion a vast multitude of women and children were 
taken in war. All the male children and married women were 
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ordered to be massacred, and the unmarried women to be given 
to their captors for wives and concubines — thirty-two thousand 
were thus distributed among them. And this distribution of 
thirty-two thousand young females, to become the wives and con- 
cubines of those who had slaughtered their fathers, mothers, 
sisters, and brothers, was made by the express command of God. 
The introduction is, " The Lord spake unto Moses." The com- 
mand to slay was given in these terms : " Kill every male among 
the little ones, and kill every woman that hath known man by 
lying with him. But all the vxymen-chUdren that have not known 
a man by lying with him, keep alive for yourselves." (Num. 
31 : 17, 18.) Pause, reflect on this order. " Kill every male 

AMONG THE LITTLE ONES." The "LITTLE ONES " all tO be killed, 

solely because they are males ! and women, solely because they 
are mothers! and thirty-two thousand young daughters to be 
handed over, to become the wives and concubines of those who 
had murdered their defenceless mothers and their infant brothers ! 
And the Bible assures us all this is sanctioned by God ; and 
the priests and churches of Christendom believe it. The Bible 
errs ; the God of marriage never sanctioned such treatment of 
mothers and their helpless " little ones." Not one would believe 
ity were the aclTount in any other book ; yet they profess that 
they mttst believe it, because it is in the Bible. 

We are told that David had several wives, and that one of 
them was the daughter of Saul ; yet that God, on the death of 
Saul, gave to David the tvives of Saul. A singular story that ! 
God giving to David, first, the daughter ; then, on the death of 
his present wife's father, giving him also all the wives that he 
leaves behind ; among whom, probably, was the mother of his 
present wife ! Who can believe this of the God of Nature ? 
Yet there it is, in these words : " Thus saith the Lord God of 
Lsrael ; I anointed thee king over Israel, and I delivered thee 
out of the hand of Saul ; and I gave thee thy master's house, and 
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THY master's wives INTO THT BOSOM." (2d Samuel 12: 7, 8.) 
And then it goes on and says, *' Thus saith the Lord, Behold I 
will raise up evil against thee out of thine own house, and I will 
take thj wives before thine eyes, and give them unto thy neighbor, 
and he shall lie with thy wives in the sight of the sun." (2d 
Samuel 12 : 11.) Who was the rrngkbar to whom God gave 
the wives of David? Absalom, his own son. That Lord God 
of Israel must have been an extraordinary character, according 
to the Bible. First, he gives the daughter of Saul to David for 
a wife ; then gives to him the wives of Saul to be his wives ; 
then he gives to Absalom, David's own son, his wives and concu- 
bines, that he might lie with them in << the sight of the sun." 

Thus, the Bible represents God as giving women over into the 
hands of men to be prostituted. And those who now believe 
that God once thus consigned woman to pollution, are considered 
the examples and guardians of moral purity ! If such a use of 
the marriage element be not 'prostitution, I challenge any man 
to say what it is. There is no such crime as prostitution, or 
rape, unless what the Bible says was sanctioned by God be such ; 
for no definition of them can be given, which will not include the 
deeds which that book says God expressly commanded or sanc- 
tioned. Prostitution is cohabitation between a man and woman, 
without marriage love. The love must be mutual, to make the 
relation pure ; and .it can exist only between one man and one 
woman. For a man to live with a woman as a wife, who does 
not love him, is to prostitzUe her body and soul. And are we to 
be told that the God of marriage ever gave up a woman to live 
with a man as a wife, whom she did not love, and whom her soul 
abhorred ? No matter who says it, it is a libel on God, and an 
outrage on the holiest feelings of woman. 

And what is rape, if not cohabitation of a man with a woman 
without her consent, and who loves him not, but loathes him ? A 
man has the power to take a woman who fears and abhors him. 
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and to compel her to liye with him as a wife. No matter who con- 
fers on him that power, that man perpetrates rape on the person 
of that woman, whom he receires and treats as a wife, whose 
heart does not sanction the relation, but whose womanly nature 
recoils at such a connection with that man. God himself had 
no more right or power to authorize or sanction polygamy and 
concubinage in David and Solomon, and as practised by the Jews 
generally, than he had to authorize and sanction war, slavery, 
and piracy. He had no right to give up Saul's wives to David, 
or David's to Absalom ; to give the female captives of Midian 
to be imbruted by their captors ; to give the beautiful women 
taken in war to any who wished for them ; or to give up the 
daughters of Shiloh and Jabez Gilead to their ravishers, because 
it was to give them up to rape and prostitution. 

God, by an arbitrary decree, giving a woman to a man for a 
wife ! He caniiot do it, any more than the government can. 
Suppose a woman attracted to a man as a wife, but God, as the 
church decreed, had given her to another one, who was a more 
hopeful member, and who would keep her in the good old ways 
of the sect. She is taken by the man to whom the church said 
God gave her. Was that woman his wife ? Her nature had 
given her as a wife to another man, and God could not place her 
in that relation to any one else. Gt)d, by an arbitrary act, can 
no more give a woman to a man as a wife, or a man to a woman 
as a husband, than can parents, churches, governments, and 
friends. Woman is drawn to a man as a wife, by a magnetism 
over which she has no more control than over the pulsations of 
her heart, or the circulation of her blood. To-day, she is a 
woman with a capacity to become a wife, as she has to breathe ; 
to-morrow, she is a vnfe. The mystery of her advent into this 
relation she cannot solve. She finds herself there ; how she came 
there she can no more tell, than she can tell of the wind whence 
it cometh and whither it goeth. By the same process, man 
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becomes a husband. Woman may be, and is, given by a third 
party to a man, as a victim to his passions, but never as a wife. 
A woman can no more be made a wife, by the arbitrary com- 
mand or gift of a third party, than she can be made a woman. 
There is a power in each man and woman, which mu?t make 
them husbands and wives, if they ever are made so. That they 
all will be brought into this relation, in this or in some future 
state, I have not a doubt. 

In regard to marriage, the error of the Bible is a living libel 
on God, a living outrage on woman, and a living curse to man- 
kind. 

It is asked, does not Christ condemn polygamy 7 (Matt. 19 : 
3 — 12 ; Mark 10 : 2 — 12.) The subject on which Jesus spoke 
here was divorce, not polygamy. There is nothing in the passage 
that was designed to condemn, or that does condemn, the prac- 
tice of polygamy in Abraham, Jacob, David, and Solomon, and 
among the Jews generally. ** They ttoain shall be <me fleshy^ 
is expressive of the close union between a man and his wife or 
wives — a union not to be broken for slight cause. It has no 
reference to the question whether marriage can exist between only 
oTte man and OTie woman, or between (me man and many women. 
There is nothing in the New Testament to answer this ; nothing 
that condemns polygamy as opposed to marriage. There are 
passages (1st Tim. 3 : 2 — 12 ; Titus 1 : 6) in which Paul says, 
** If any be blameless, the husband of one wife," &c. ; " a bishop 
must be blameless, the husband of one wife," &c. ; ** let the 
deacon be the husband of one wife," &c. What means this in- 
Btruction touching deacons and bishops? Does it teach that 
they must be married men, or that they must not be polyga- 
mists ? It evidently implies that none were to be deacons or 
bishops who had more than one wife. If Paul considered it the 
settled policy of Christians that a man was to have but one wife, 
why did he give this special instruction to bishops and deacons 
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to have Imt one? So far from condemning the practice of 
polygamy, these passages seem to imply that it existed and was 
tolerated among Christians, as it was among Jews. The Bible 
contains terrible denunciations against the abuse of marriage, 
but polygamy and concubinage, as opposed to marriage, are 
not included in such abuses. There is no distinction made 
in the Bible between marriage and polygamy, approving the 
former and condemning the latter. Nature makes the distinc- 
tion broad, as between holiness and sin. Marriage, pure love 
between one man and one woman, cannot be wrong, any more 
than the pulsations of the heart ; while polygamy can never be 
right, no matter how disguised, nor by whom sanctioned. 

Then, the wife is said to hold the same relation to the husband 
that the Church holds to Christ ; that the husband holds the 
same power over the wife that Christ holds over the Church ; 
that as Christ is supreme lawgiver - over the Church, so is the 
husband over the wife * that as the Church must submit to Christ 
in all things, so must the wife to the husband. (Ist Cor. 11 : 8 
— 9.) " Man," it says, " was not created for the woman, but 
the woman for the man." Then it says, " Wives, submit your- 
selves to your own husbands as unto the Lord ; for the husband 
is the head of the wife, even as Christ is the head of the Church. 
Therefore, as the Church is subject to Christ, so let the wives be 
to their husbands, in all thing$,^^ (Ephes. 5 : 22 — 24.) 

Did the God of Nature ever teach that a wife must take the 
law of life from her husband, as the Church does from Christ ? — 
that she must think and do just as he tells her, in all things ? 
So says the Bible. But the Bible errs. The wife is no more 
bound to obey and submit to the husband, than he to obey and 
submit to her. These duties are reciprocal, so far as they are 
binding on either. Where love-77wrri<z^e exists, there will be 
no need of any instructions to either party about obedience and 
submission ; that love will harmonize and regulate all the rela- 
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lions and interoonrse between them. Where love does not exist, 
but the relation is only a legal one, and the husband regards the 
wife as an inferior, made for him, and to be subject to his will, 
and to be a concubine rather than a wife, force must govern it, 
as it must all other enforced relations. 



ITEM XIII. 

THE BIBLE EBBS ON THE SUBJECT OF PABENTAOB. 

God designed every man and woman to be, not only a husband 
or a wife, but also a father or a mother. The laws that were 
designed to govern this relation are as ■ fixed and operative as 
those designed to govern sight or hearing. The capacity to 
become parents can no more be outraged with impunity, than can 
the capacity to breathe. 

One of the laws by which the parental element was designed 
to be governed is, that parentdge should result from Tnarriage. 
It is a violation of nature for men and women to become fathers 
and mothers without marriage. I speak of marriage or love 
between one man and one woman, not of a civil contract or bar- 
gain, before witnesses, and according to human enactments. To 
become parents without this preparation, is one of the greatest 
crimes against Nature which human beings can commit; and, 
of course, one of the greatest sins against Grod. It is to give 
existence to children in violation of a law of Nature. The act 
that gave them being was a pollution and a shame. Love alone 
can authorize a man and woman to give existence to children ; 
and, when done without love, it is done without any sanction 
from Nature or Nature's God. Consequently, both parents are 
prostitutedj and their children are the offspring of shame. Their 
very organization is affected by the crime of their parents. 

God is love ; and he designed that each human being, as the 
6 
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race is perpetuated, should be created in his own image, in this 
particular. He designed this to be his brightest and richest 
birthright gift to every child. But what an outrage is here ! 
The child says to the parents, " Give me the love nature; " but 
he is given the wrath nature. " Give me forgiveness, gentleness, 
kindness,'' cries the child ; but the parents give it revenge and 
cruelty instead. " Give me the likeness of God," says the child ; 
but ** Take what we have to give," respond the parents ; ** we 
are not to blame if we give you the likeness of a demon." Thus, 
instead of creating their children in the beauty and love of God, 
they make them in sin and shape them in iniquity. Thus, 
children by creation are often victimized to parental injustice. 
They are not the offspring of marriage, but of prostitution and 
shame. A son or daughter asks, " Am I the child of prostitu- 
tion?" I answer, you are the oflfepring of prostitution and 
shame, if your parents did not love each other with marriage 
love. No use in blinking that fact, and human beings, as they 
now exist, are very frequently the ofispring of prostitution and 
shame, their parents not being married. 

But what are the teachings of the Bible on this matter? 
Erroneous and corruptiug to the last degree. It sanctions the 
existence of children, without regard to marriage. No matter 
whether the man and woman love each oi^r, or not ; no matter 
for the hatred or indifference that is between them ; a man may 
have children by any woman he can get, and by as many. No 
matter how she feels towards him or he towards her ; he may 
have children by her, and the more the better. He may slaughter 
her father and mother, her brothers and sisters, before her eyes; 
and then, while his hands and garments are dripping with their 
blood, take her, live with her as a wife, and have children. All 
by the sanction of God, as that book teaches ! 

The following is the word of God to Moses, as we are told — 
^ If brethren dwell together, and one of them die and have no 
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child» the wife of the dead shall not marry without unto a 
stranger ; her husband's brother shall go in unto her, and take 
her to him to wife, and perform the duty of a husband's brother 
unto her," &c. (See Deut. 25 : 5 — 10.) The woman was 
forbidden to marry a stranger, though she loved him and he her, 
and was commanded to live as a wife with her deceased husband's 
brother, though they mutually hated each other, and though he 
had other wives ; and the man was to be subjected to ignominy 
if he refused. All this, with a view to have children. Thus 
God is represented as ordering a man and woman to propagate, 
whether they love or not; and the man is to be shamefully pun- 
ished if he has self-respect enough to refuse — for it is most 
honorable for a man to refuse thus to live with any woman 
whom he does not love. Yet we are told by the Bible that God 
required him, who thus refused to prostitute and degrade himself, 
to be ignominiously punished. He was to be spit upon, and 
branded with infamy. Believe this who can ; I cannot. 

The law of primogeniture is sanctioned, God is said to have 
ordered the first-bom to have a double portion of the inheritance. 
(Gen. 48 : 5 — 8.) The first-born was the priest of the whole 
family, by virtue of his having been bom first. The first-bom 
enjoyed from God authority over the younger children. (Gen. 
25 : 23 ; 27 : 29.) The Bible sanctions parents using the power 
of life and death over children. (Gen. 21 : 14 ; 38 : 24 ; Deut. 
21 : 18—21 ; Ex. 21 : 15—17 ; Lev. 20 : 9.) Daughters had 
no portion of the estate ; but, if unmarried, were regarded as a 
part of it. (Num. 27 : 1 — 8.) The Bible assures us that God 
required that every woman who became a mother should bring 
" a sin-offering unto the door of the tabernacle of the congrega- 
tion, unto the priest, to be offered unto the priest to make atone- 
ment for her." The G^ of Nature requiring a sin-offering of 
woman, to atone for the crime of becoming a mother ! Can a 
&ther or mother, a son or daughter, possibly believe this ? Why 
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should an atonement be necessary for the mother, and not for 
the father ? If it is a crime in a woman to become a mother, it 
is in a man to become & father. Yet not one word is said about 
the necessity of his making atonement. 

I have not a doubt that men and women did then, and do 
now, oflen perpetrate the most unnatural crimes in becoming 
parents — not because it is a wrong in itself, for, of all human 
relations, that of marriage and parentage is one of the most 
divine ; but the crime is in the &ct that they become parents 
without marriage, and thus they curse their children with a 
polluted parentage, making them the ofi&pring of prostitution, 
and not of purity. But the sin and shame attach to both 
parents. Yet the Bible says, God singles out the mother, and 
visits on her soul the sin and shame, and lets the &ther go 
" unwhipt of justice." There it is put down ; she must bring a 
*< sinroffering to make atonement " for the sin of becoming a 
mother, and not an allusion is made to the father. But who is 
he that demands this " sin-offering " of a woman, and thus 
stigmatizes her for becoming a mother? The very one, who, 
according to the Bible, authorizes polygamy and concubinage ; 
who delivers up captive women to be concubines to their captors ; 
who orders a man to be shamefully punished, even tmth death, 
for refusing to live with a deceased brother's widow as a wife 
(Gren. 38 : 10) ; who authorizes men and women to become 
parents without Za»e, and in violation of the fixed law of parentage. 
After authorizing a man and woman to commit this unnatural 
deed, then he demands of the woman a ** sin-offering to make 
atonement " for the crime, but lets the man go unrebuked. All 
this account of a woman's bringing a " sin-offering, to make 
atonement " for the sin of becoming a mother, is introduced by 
these words : " And the Lord spake unto Moses, saying." The 
Bible is mistaken. God never said that to Moses, or to any one 
else. Even the mother of Jesus had to bring a Hn^ffering^ to 



SR&0B8 OF THE BIBLB. 65 

make an atonement fbr haying given birth to him. (Luke 2 : 
21 — 24.) Why is it that a woman, who now becomes a mother 
without a license, is branded with iofamy and cast out of society, 
while the father of her child is still receiyed, caressed, and 
honored, as though he had done nothing amiss? The Bible 
teaches that it is more sinful in a woman to become a mother, 
than for a man to become a father ; for it required her to make 
an atonement, and does not require it of him. 

The power to disijiherit children^ and to driye them from 
their father's home, is said to have been conferred on parents. 
Bead the account given of Abraham casting out Ishmael, his 
young child, and his mother Hagar. (Gen. 21 : 9 — 21.) The 
only reason assigned is thus given: Sarah, one of Abraham's 
wives, had a son Isaac ; and she said to Abraham, " Cast out 
the bond-woman and her son, for the son of the bond-woman 
shall not be heir with my son, even with Isaac." And God is 
represented as saying to Abraham, *' In all that Sarah hath said 
unto thee, hearken unto her voice ; for in Isaac thy seed shall 
be called." The mother and her son were cast out by the father, 
at the command of God, as we are told, solely that Ishmael and 
his posterity might not be known as the descendants of Abraham, 
and that he might not inherit any of his father's possessions. 
Can any one believe that a God of justice ever ordered a Either 
to cast out his young child into the wilderness, for no cause, 
except to cut him off from inheriting his father's property and 
his father's name? Bead the story of Hagar and her child in 
the wilderness, and believe it who can. True, God is said to 
have come to their help. But why should the child and its 
mother have been deprived of whatever blessings and comforts 
attached to the home of the husband and father? Natural 
justice cries out against the deed, whoever approved of it. 

There is another feature to this story. Sarah was the daugh- 
ter of Abraham's father — his own sister — only by a different 
6* 
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mother ; for the father of Abraham kept a seraglio also. {Gten, 
20 : 12.) Incest is the word applied to such a connection now. 
The Bible says God approved of it, and that» of all the human 
race, he chose a man and woman living in that state to be the 
progenitors of his chosen people. To the man thus living in 
incest, God is made thus to speak : *' I will make of thee a great 
nation; I will bless thee, and thou shalt be a blessing; I will 
bless them that bless thee, and curse them that curse thee, and 
all the families of the earth shall be blessed in thee." Abraham 
is called one "that walked with God" — "the father of the 
faithful " — " the holy man of God." All this the Bible says of 
the man who lived in the commission of a crime now denounced 
by Church and State as incest. The fact is there' in the Bible, 
and though you may denounce the man who says it is there, yet 
you will not condemn the book containing it ; but, on the con- 
trary, you declare it is right, and that God did approve of such 
a connection between a brother and sister, and that God did 
choose a connection, now denounced and punished as incest, as 
the foundation of a nation from which was to come one, to be, as 
it is said, the only Saviour of the world. I do not believe God 
ever sanctioned any such relation, and the Bible is at war with 
Nature in this matter. 

A healthy organization of body and soul is the inherent and 
inalienable right of every child, as I have said ; and no greater 
crime can be perpetrated than to entail on children physical, 
mental, and social diseases. Scarcely a child is bom with a 
perfectly healthy body and soul ; and the very practices said by 
the Bible to have been sanctioned by God, constitute the main 
cause. Where violations of marriage exist, violations of parent- 
age must ensue. Prostitution in the parents must engender 
disease of soul and body in them, and, according to the fixed, 
eternal law of reproduction, their diseases must be transmitted 
to their children. Parents, by the express authority and sanction 



BBROBS OW THB BIBLE. 67 

of GU)d, as the Bible teaches, pollute and degrade themselves, 
and, in doing so, violate the most sacred rights of their children, 
and inflict on them the greatest possible wrongs. 



ITEM XIV. 

In the first command of the Decalogne, the Bible errs, in the 
following language : " And God spake all these words, saying, 
* * Thou shalt have no other gods before me; * * for I the 
Lord thy God am a jealous Gt)d, visiting the iniquities of the 
fathers upon the children, unto Ihe third and fourth generation 
of them that hate me" &c. What is the meaning of this ? Ac- 
cording to the interpretation put upon it by the being from whom 
it is supposed to have come, it means, that God punishes children 
because their parents sinned ; as if, fifty years hence, the Presi- 
dent of the United States should hang all the posterity of Daniel 
Webster, Henry Clay, and Millard Fillmore, because they perpe- 
trated that climax of human wickedness, the Fugitive Slave Bill 
of 1850; or the King of England, one hundred years hence, 
should hang the posterity of the Duke of Wellington, for his 
crimes committed in India and at Waterloo. So the Bible rep- 
resents God as a Being so exceedingly jealous of his honor, and 
so tenacious of his justice, that he will punish with death, not 
only those who insult him by worshipping other gods and com- 
mitting ofiences against his laws, but also their children and 
children's children, to the fourth and even to the tenth gener- 
ation. 

For instance, God is represented as entertaining such an abhor- 
rence of the crime of bastardy, — that is, of giving existence to 
children without the consent of the government, and sanction of 
the laws and customs of the land, — that he not only punishes 
those who do it, but also their posterity, to the tenth generation, 
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are to be out off from the congregation or cliarch of the Lord. 
(Deut. 23 : 2.) The posterity of Moab and Ammon are not to 
be allowed to enter the congregation of the Lord, to the tenth 
generation, " because they met you not with bread and water, in 
the way when ye came from Egypt, and because they hired 
Balaam to curse you." Because their forefathers did this, God 
says to Israel, " Thou shalt not seek their peace and prosperity 
forever." (Deut. 23: 3—6.) 

So God is said to have had such an abhorrence of thefl, that 
he not only ordered the thief to be put to death, but also the wife 
and children. (Josh. 7 : 20 — 26.) Then, such is said to be 
God's abhorrence of the crimes of Abab, that he authorized Jehu 
to behead seventy of his children, solely as a penalty for the sins 
of their father. (2 Kings 10 : 30.) Such was said to be God's 
jealousy and wrath against Babylon, that he is represented as 
saying, through the Psalmist : " Happy shall he be that taketh 
and dasheth thy little ones against the stones." So, also, he is 
said to have been so deeply incensed against the enemy of his 
servant, that he says : — 

" Let his children be fatherless, and his wife a widow ; let his children 
be continually vagabonds, and beg ; let them seek their bread also out of 
their desolate places ; let there not be any to favor his fatherless children ; 
let his posterity be cut off, and, in the generation following, let their name 
be blotted out. Let the iniquity of his fiither be remembered with the 
Lord ; and let not the sin of his mother be blotted out. Let them be 
before the Lord continually, that he may cut off the memory of them from 
the earth." (Ps. 109 : 9—16.) 

And what was the wickedness of the father, for which God 
instigated the poet to imprecate these calamities upon the heads 
of the unoffending children? It is stated in these words : — 

<* Because that he remembered not to show mercy, but persecuted the 
poor and needy, that he might even slay the broken in heart. As he loved 
oursng, so let it come onto him ; as he delighted not in blessing, so let it 
be fss from him," &o. 
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Such is the explanation, which, according to the Bible, God 
himself gives to the phrase, " visiting the iniquities of the fathers 
upon the children," &c. Can any one possibly believe this to be 
just ? I know there is not a man in Christendom who can believe 
it would now be right* Not the wildest savage of the woods, in 
his fiercest moments of wrath and revenge, ever committed acts 
more abhorrent to the human soul, than the Bible attributes to 
God. 

Suppose a human ruler should establish it as a law of his 
realm, that the offspring of an unlicensed connection should not 
be allowed to have any part or lot in the affairs of Church or 
State, to the tenth generation ; or that children should be stoned 
to death, if their father stole ; or be beheaded or dashed against 
the stones, if their father worshipped an idol — what would be 
thought of him ? He would not be allowed to rule a single hour. 
Yet the Being who is said to have done these very acts is now, 
and has been for three thousand years, received, by Jews and 
Christians, not only as their ruler, but worshipped as their God. 
I cannot love and worship such a Being. I do not believe he 
ever had an existence, except in the minds of his votaries. 

There is a sense in which, it is true, the sins of parents are 
visited upon their children, to the third and fourth, to the tenth 
and one hundredth and one thousandth generation ; but it is as 
the sins of a slaveholder and soldier are visited upon their vic- 
tims. Soldiers, in their wickedness, slaughter men, women, and 
children ; these suffer in consequence of their sins. Slaveholders 
convert men into beasts, and treat them as such ; slaves suffer as 
victims. Would any one say God visited the sins of such crim- 
inals upon their victims ? The doctor gives calomel to a man, 
and he dies in agony. Did God visit the sins of the doctor 
upon the patient? In such cases, will any pretend that God 
visited the iniquity of the evil-doers upon their victims ? Not 
one. 
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Dbeases of body and soul are transmitted by parents to their 
children, and these, in countless millions, suffer and die firom such 
diseases. Is it God who inflicts these sufferings on the children ? 
The sufferings do indeed result from violated laws in their ances- 
tors ; but does God inflict them ? As well say he wields the lash 
and inflicts the gashes on the back of the slave ; or that he points 
the gun and directs the bullet of the soldier, that pierces the 
heart of some innocent victim of war. Is it God who inflicts the 
misery on this generation resulting from the hurtful customs and 
institutions of those who preceded them ? Is it God who in- 
flicts on the present laborers of Britain the starvation resulting 
from the funded debt of the kingdom? Nobody pretends it. 
All these are the result of human agency, and human beings are 
alone responsible. 

But this is not the sense in which the Bible represents God as 
" visiting the iniquities of the fathers upon the children." He 
is said to inflict positive, arbitrary penalties on men, by stoning, 
beheading, and other means, because their ancestors did wrong. 
The law is unjust, whoever enacts it ; the infliction is inhuman, 
whoever executes it No ingenuity can ever redeem the Bible 
from the charge of error in this matter, except by implicating 
God in injustice or mutability. 



ITEM XV. 

THE BIBLE EBBS IN ITS ACC0X7NT OF THB BIBTH OF JXSUS. 

The story is, that Jesus had a human mother, but no human 
father. It is contained in Matthew (1 : 18 — 25), and Luke (1 : 
26—38): — 

** And in the sixth month, the angel Gabriel was sent from Ood unto a 
dty of Qalilee named Naiaretb, to a yirgin eepooaed to a man whose name 
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WM Joflepb, of the house of David ; and the Tirgin's name was Mary. 
And the angel came in unto her, and said, Hail, thou that art highly 
-fkyored, the Lord is with thee : blessed art thou among women. And 
when she saw him, she was troubled at his saying, and cast in her mind 
what manner of salutation this should be. And the angel said unto her. 
Fear not, Mary ; fbr thou hast found &yor with God. And behold, thou 
Shalt oonceive in thy womb and bring &rth a son, and shalt call his name 
JESUS. He shaU be great, and shall be called the Son of the Highest ; 
and the Lord Ood shall give unto him the throne of his fkther David ; 
and he shall reign over the house of Jacob forever ; and of his kingdom 
there shall be no end. Then said Mary unto the angel. How shall this 
be, seeing I know not a man 7 And the angel answered and said unto her. 
The Holy Ohoet shall come upon thee, and the power of the Highest shall 
overshadow thee : therefore also that holy thing whi<di shall be bom of 
thee shall be called the Son of Ood. And behold, thy cousin Elizabeth, 
she hath also conceived a son in her old age ; and this is the sixth month 
with her who was called barren : for with God, nothing shall be impossi- 
ble. And Mary said. Behold the handmaid of the Lord, be it unto me 
according to thy word. And the angel departed from her." 

This story of the ** Miraculous Conception," as it is now called, 
is said to have been reported forty years before it was recorded 
by Matthew, and some sixty before it was related by Luke. 
With whom did it originate ? With Mary herself, and from a 
DBBAM said to have been given to Joseph. Mary was about to 
become a mother, not yet being legally joined to Joseph, to 
whom she was espoused. In accounting for her situation, she 
reports that the angel Gabriel came to her, and said so and so. 
Now, if a woman, under similar circumstances, at this time, were 
to account for her situation in the same manner, is there a man 
or woman in Christendom that would credit her? Not one, 
probably ; and for the reason that it could not be true. It is 
opposed to the fixed, eternal law of reproduction. Why should 
it be believed when told by Mary? The motives that would 
prompt a woman now to give out such a report of herself, oper- 
ated as strongly then upon her mind. Why should we take the 
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word of a woman who lived eighteen hundred years ago, as evi- 
dence of the truth of such a transaction, and reject the testimony 
of one now living ? 

Who was Gabriel ? It seems none but Mary ever saw him. 
It was somebody in human form, according to the account. How 
did Mary know it to be an angel at all ; that is, a messenger 
from the spirit land? There is no account that the visitor 
claimed to be other than an inhabitant of earth. She saw what 
lieemed to be a human being, and talked with him as such. By 
what test did she conclude him to be an angel ? The story is 
silent Then the name — Gabriel. Have angels names 7 If 
so, who named them ? All this distinguishing of angels by names 
is purely the work of human fancy. How could Mary know 
Gabriel from any other angel ? No one knows. Yet she desig- 
nates her supposed angelic visitor by name. It is all in accord- 
ance with ^e fabulous stories of that age and people. The Jews 
had many notions about angels, — their character, occupations, 
and names, — but their opinions were all based on fiction, not on 
fact. But I will not analyze this account further. There it is ; 
read it as you would if it were in the Koran, in Ovid, or Homer, 
and judge of its truth by the character of the narration, and not 
from the fact that it is in one book rather than another. No one 
would believe it, if in any other book, it is so repugnant to the 
fixed law of Gtod in generation. 

I can understand why it should have gained credence then 
and there. It was the popular belief in Persia, Eg3rpt, Palestine, 
Greece, and Bome, that human beings were bom without human 
fathers. The disciples of Zoroaster and Pythagoras believed 
their teachers were begotten of God. The Greeks and Eomans 
had many, on the records of their history, who were said to have 
been born of women, without human fathers. The Jews believed 
that such things were. So did the early Christians. It seemed 
nothing wonderful to them that men should thus be bom. To 
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ftccoont for tKe existeDoe of persons any way distinguishecl, it 
was supposed that thej came into beipg by 6ome direct diyine 
iiiflueace above that which produced ordinary mortals. Besides, 
there was a feeling among the Jews and early Christians that it 
was more honorable to be bom without than with a human father. 
It was thought that children born in the common way must 
necessarily partake of sin and degradation. To rescue Jesus from 
this odium, and to give him a title to distinction, as such a sup- 
posed parentage did in those times, this story was told, in all 
probability ; for it cannot for a moment be admitted, that the 
Almighty God did really take the form of a man, and become 
die husband of a woman, for the specific object of brii^ing into 
this world a child of a certain character and for a special mis- 
sion. The story seems most revolting to all just conceptions of 
God, and of the sanctity of human nature in regard to natural 
generation. So far from elevating Jesus in my estimation, it 
would greatly sink him — so far as circumstances of birth could 
sink any child. It is far more honorable to be the offspring of 
a true marriage relation between a man and a woman, than of 
such a connection as is here spoken of. 

Did Jesus believe this story of himself? He generally spoke 
of himself as a son ofman^ and never alluded to the story of his 
having no human father. Joseph and Mary are spoken of as his 
fiither and mother. There is not, indeed, any evidence that the 
story was ever heard of till long after the death of Jesus. Some 
forty years after the event is said to have happened, the story is 
said to have been told by Matthew, in a very brief way. He 
simply says the &ct was told to Joseph, in a dream, that Mary 
was with child by the Holy Ghost (Matt. 1 : 18—20.) This 
story of the dream necessarily rests solely on the word of Joseph. 
He went to sleep — woke up, and said that he had had a dream 
touching the character of Mary, affirming that she was pure, 
because she was with child, not by man, but by God himself. 
7 
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How could this saye her good name ? She was with child, and 
not by her affianced huaband. No matter whose was the child ; 
it was not Joseph's, and his just and natural claim had been 
yiolated, so far as he had any. Matthew and Luke are the only 
two that are made to allude to it ; not a word to intimate that 
it was a common report, and generally believed. But it is stated 
that he was supposed to be the son of Joseph. There are ex- 
pressions in the teachings of Jesus and the apostles which may 
admit of an interpretation in accordance with the story of Luke ; 
but they do not demand it, and may, without violence to the laws 
of exegesis, be interpreted in accordance with the great law of 
Nature, in reference to reproduction. Probably neither Mary, 
nor Jesus, nor Matthew, nor Luke, ever heard of the story. 

But the story cannot be believed by me, and the day will 
come when none will pretend to believe it. That Jesus had a 
human father, I have no doubt ; and this fact gives him a higher 
claim to my sympathy, and better fitted him to be a friend and 
saviour, than the common view of his origin. I regard this story, 
told in the Bible of Mary, as I should if told by a woman of 
herself, or by another, now, and as if it were found in any other 
book. 

ITEM XVI. 

THE BIBLE ERRS IN ITS ACCOUNT OF THE RESURRECTION OF THJB 
BODY OF JESUa, OF THE BODIES OF ALL MEN. 

I SHALL not dwell upon this, except to say the resurrection of 
the human body is a physical impossibility and a mental ab- 
surdity. That Jesus lives in the spirit land, and that all human 
spirits will live there, I do not doubt ; but the body of Jesus is 
where all other bodies of the departed are, returned to dust^ and 
there combined with other dust, to reappear in new forms of 
vegetable and animal bodies. The particles that composed his 
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body, like those composiDg the bodies of the most obscure and 
degraded of human kind, have probably entered into the bodies 
of thousands of plants, reptiles, and animals, long ere this. Once 
released from his body, his soul had no more to do with it than 
with the body of any other. All descriptions of the resurrection 
of the body are but so many fictions ; splendid ones, indeed, but 
still fictions, having no foundation in nature or in fact. This 
story, in the future of this world, will, like others of the same 
kind, be ranked with the creations of human fancy and the love 
of the marvellous that are past. It adds no glory to the idea 
and hope of immortality to say the body will be raised. 

I am not satisfied that the Bible, as it was originally penned, 
taught any such doctrine ; but the Bible, as it now exists in the 
mind of Christendom, teaches it, and it is with the Bible as it is, 
not as it was or is to be, that I have to do. To all the Bible is 
just what it is conceived to be, and nothing is more changeable. 
The Bible must yield to the facts of Anthropology, and, as our 
knowledge of the science of man's body and soul increases, -the 
Bible must be seen to err, or it must receive an exegesis that 
will make it conformable to nature. In regard to Astronomy, 
the Bible undoubtedly taught that the earth was Jlat, and the 
centre of the solar system ; that the sun, moon, and stars, were 
made to accommodate the earth, and to govern their motions by 
it. So in regard to Geology. The Bible teaches that the earth 
was made, in its present form, in six days, and that it is but 
some six thousand years old. The Bible is opposed to facts in 
both of these respects, and has yielded, and is now regarded as 
fabulous. The age of the earth can no more be computed than 
that of Grod, and that it will end in a few thousand years more 
is as fabulous as that it began a few thousand years ago. So in 
regard to physical diseases. Those which the Bible asserts to 
have been inflicted by demons, or evil spirits, are now known to 
result from visible, removable causes; and those that were healed 
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by the supposed casting out of evil spirits, are now known to be 
capable of healing only by a natural process^ by the exertions of 
the life principle, or recuperative power in tLe bodies and souls 
of men. 

In all these cases the Bible has yielded to nature, fiction to 
fact, and none now pretend to quote it to prove the truth of the 
old systema of Astronomy, Geology, and Physiology. So will it 
be in regard to the birth of Jesus and the resurrection of the 
body. In the future of this world men will no more think of 
quoting the Bible to prove that a human being may be born 
without a Luman father, tLan men do the stories of Pythagoras^ 
Achilles, or Hercules ; nor will it be quoted to prove the resur- 
rection of the body. Men will confess that the Bible errs, or 
they will seek for it another meaning, and create a new Bible, as 
has been often done, and is now doing. All who labor to intro- 
duce and establish new ideas of God, and the nature,, relations 
and duties of men, are creating a new interpretation to the Bible» 
a Tiew Bible, in fact; for,, as soon a& the new ideas are estab- 
lished, the BiblCj whatever be its present received meaning, will 
be made to conform to a new popular idea, whatever it may be. 
Thus it will be in regard to war and slavery. The Bible now 
conforms to the popular idea in favor of these crimes. When 
that idea turns against them, as it will, then the Bible will coi>- 
foorm to it. Would you know what the Bible teaches, learn what 
the popular idea is. In the coming future, who wil) dare quote 
the Bible to justify war, death penalty, slavery, governments of 
violence and blood,, or the use of alcoholic drinks 7 Not one, I 
affirm ; and I base my affirmation on my knowledge of human 
nature and its certain progress toward a higher and happier 
state. Yet, for fifteen hundred years, innocent men, women and 
children^ have been enslaved and killed under the sanction of this 
supposed arbitrary Kevelation, and for centuries men have use5 
alcohol and been drunkards^ under the same authority^ 
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The authority of books will cease. The authority of old rev- 
elations, by dreams, visions, miracles, interpositions by oracles, 
prophecies, or by any direct method, will cease. All arbitrary 
rules of faith and practice, whether purporting to come from God 
or man, will cease to have any authority over reason or con- 
science, and will become null and void, except they are perceived 
to be reenactments of those laws that are inscribed on the body 
and soul of man, and* on the universe that surrounds him. The 
Bible must yield to Nature, as a law of life ; the traditions of 
men to the commands of God. 



ITEM XVII. 

The following language and sentinient are attributed to Jesus 
(Luke 14 : 26) : ** If any man come to me, and hate not his 
father, and mother, and wife, and children, and brethren, and 
sisters, yea, and his own life also, he cannot be my disciple." 
Similar language and sentiments are attributed to him in another 
place (Matt. 10 : 37). This is said to mean that man's relation 
to Jesus is in importance paramount to all other relations ; that 
our character and destiny are more dependent on him than on 
anything else ; that his claims upon our love, our gratitude and 
respect, are above all other claims. This sentiment is frequently 
inculcated by Jesus and the apostles. 

Is it true ? I ask not. Are the moral principles he taught 
true ? Was his spirit of love, forgiveness, and self-sacrifice, pure, 
and his example worthy imitation in his intercourse with fiiends 
and foes ? Does he sustain a more intimate relation to our eter- 
nal destiny than any one else, so that his claim to our love and 
devotion is superior to all other claims? I ask. Is this a fact? 
The Bible says it is. In this I believe it errs. Whence is this 
superior claim of Jesus upon us? Like us, he was a human 
7* 
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beiDg^ and nothing more. He Game into existence aa we dicL 
He was in all respects under the same physical, intellectaal, and 
social laws. His character and destiny were to be worked out 
by the same process. His health of body and soul depended on 
exactly the same power. Other human beings were no more de- 
pendent on him than he on them, except in so far as he had more 
lights a healthier organization^ and was better able to instruct 
and guide them than they him. But in his nature he had no 
more power to saye others than others had to save him. He had 
no more power in his spiritual or bodily nature to save himself 
than I haye to saye myself. He held no other relations to the 
physical or spiritual uniyerse than are held by every human 
being. Whateyer difference exists between us is not in wUurey 
but solely in the deyelopment of that nature. Whence, then, his 
paramount claim to our love and devotion ? By nature, he haa 
none more than Socrates had. His claim upon us is that of 
every other human being of the past, so far as that is based upon 
his nature. We have exactly the same claims upon him that he 
has upon us. K his claim be paramount to that of others, it 
must rest solely on the fact that he has done more for us. Am 
I more indebted to Jesus, who lived and died eighteen hundred 
years ago, for the shaping of my destiny, than to the living 
human beings and circumstances that surround me 7 I do not 
believe I am. My destiny depends not on Jesus, but on my own 
character. My character depends not on Jesus> but on the organ- 
ization of my body and soul, and on its development.^ My 
organization depends not on Jesus, but on my parents. The 
development of my organization depends not on Jesus, but ou 
persons and circumstances immediately surrounding and influ- 
encing me. May we not know thift i» true of us all ? We 
may. 

If this be so, then it is certain that others may have olauBft 
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upon US paramount to those of Jesus, and, consequently, we may 
be more obligated to love, trust, and honor them than him. 

For instance, our parents sustain a more intimate and impor- 
tant relation to us than Jesus does. Over the question, Shall 
our organization be healthy or unhealthy 7 Jesus has no direct 
control ; our parents have. It is for them to decide whether our 
constitutional tendency shall be to health or disease, to sanity or 
insanity, to purity or impurity. 

As to the connection of children rmth the development and des- 
tiny cf parents^ where is the father and mother who does not 
have ten thousand thoughts about their child, where they have 
one about Jesus 7 whose feelings and sympathies are not concen- 
trated more intensely on their children, and cliog around them 
more tenderly and devotedly, than on and around Jesus 7 Every 
father and mother knows^ or ought to know, that the child in 
their bosom, as a means of developing and perfecting their 
nature, is infinitely more to them than Jesus is, and it seems 
like mere cant to talk otherwise. You thzTik more of your child 
than you do of Jesus ; you cannot help it. You lave it more 
intensely, more adoringly, than you do Jesus ; you cannot help 
it. It can do for you what Jesus cannot. It can awaken your 
parental nature, and call into energetic and blissful activity 
the feelings of a &thec or a mother. It can raise you to a 
heaven more beautiful and happy, or plunge you into a hell more 
terrible and overwhelming, than any to which Jesus can raise or 
plunge you. 

So, also, as to the relation of husband and wife. Where the 
relation exists, the husband's eternal destiny depends more on 
bis wife than on J .^as. She does more to develop his nature 
and save his soul than Jesus can. Does she not rule over the 
empire of his soul more absolutely, more lovingly, more bene- 
iioially, than Jesus can 7 I think she does ; and it is but natural 
and just she should. Woman, as a wife, is and will be, to all 
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eternity, a diadem of beauty and a crown of glory to his soul 
more than Jesus will. The husband will abide in his wife, and 
in doing so, will dwell in God, and God in him. What I say 
of the husband, I say of the wife. He will be to her just what 
she is to him. 

Why, then, talk of loving Jesus better than husband and 
wife ? Why talk of forsaking these relations to follow him ? 
It seems to me that every husband must feel, if he does not 
speak it, that if Jesus cannot dwell in his heart with his 
wife, and give her the preeminence, he might take his departure ; 
for in that kingdom his wife must necessarily be supreme. 

Jesus was not a perfectly developed man, for he was not a 
husband nor a father. God designed that every man should be a 
husband and a father. Of course, no man can be truly and per- 
fectly developed, unless he is brought into these relations. Had 
Jesus been a husband and a father, he never would have required 
of his disciples to forsake, hate wife and children to follow him. 
Jesus could have no true experimental estimate of the holiest 
and most potent relations of life. His nature was never purified 
and exalted by marriage and paternal love. He lacked an essen- 
tial element of a true Saviour. 

In accordance with the view I am combating, Paul said to 
the Corinthians (1st Cor. 2 : 2), " I determined not to know any- 
thing among you, save Jesus Christ, and him crucified." To 
make known the character of Jesus, the nature and design of his 
mission and his teachings, and the relations we sustain to him, 
and how he can be made most available, seemed to Paul all that 
was necessary. This idea is often enforced by him and by other 
apostles. To the question. What knowledge is most essential to 
the progress and perfection of our nature ? the Bible answers, 
in substance, Christ, and him crucified. In this the Bible is at 
war with Nature. This says. To know myself, and to be true 
to myself, is of more importance to me, as to the present and the 
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future, than to know Christ, and to be tme to him. To know the 
relations I sustain to air, light, food, water, and heat, and to be 
true to them ; to know the relations I hold to my fellow-beings, 
and to be faithful to them, is of more consequence to mj happi- 
ness, than to know my relations to Christ, and to be faithful to 
them. To a man and woman who are attracted into the true 
relation with each other, it is of infinitely higher importance that 
they should be taught to know and truly estimate the mission of 
a husband to his wife, and of a wife to her husband, than that 
they should be taught to know and estimate the mission of Jesus ; 
for their happiness in this life, and that which is to come, depends 
far more on each other than on him. A man could be perfected 
without hiin, but cannot be without a wife. Yet the Bible says, 
in substance, it is more important to know the mission of Christ 
than the mission of a husband and a wife. I think the book errs ; 
and its error, in this matter, will, in this world's foture, be seen, 
and felt, and shunned. 

Truth and right are to be loved and followed above all things. 
But when we are faithful to truth and right, we are faithful to 
all the true and natural relations of life. But some may say 
that fidelity to Christ is fidelity to the right and true. I i)rerer 
the other mode of expression. Instead of saying, Be faithful 
to Jesus, and you will be faithful to truth, I would say, Be 
faithful to the right and true, and you will be faithful to him, so 
far as he was faithful to himself. Instead of saying, " I am 
determined to know Christ among men," I would say, »* I am 
determined to know myself,^'* Instead of seeking to be true to 
Christ, 1 would seek to be true to myself. 1 feel no concern 
about knowing Christ, if I may but know myself; I feel no 
anxiety to be true to Christ, if I can but be trae to myself. In- 
stead of pointing the world to Christ, I would direct the attetition 
of each one to himself and to herself. But the Bible teaches 
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that, in proportion as we know Christ, and are tme to him, we 
shall know and be true to ourselves. 



ITEM XVIII. 

THE BIBLE EK&S ON THE SUBJECT OX* FAITH IN JESUS. 

Christ was a man, nothing more ; yet the Bible holds up faith 
in him as the only condition of acceptance with Grod, or of spirit- 
ual health and happiness. He that believeth in him shall 
be saved, he that believeth not in him shall be damned, is a sum- 
mary of its teachings on this subject. Without faith in him ye 
cannot please God, is a still briefer summary. Such are the 
teachings of the Bible. Mark ! it is in a human being like our- 
selves that we are to have faith, and on our confidence in the 
blood of that human being, our eternal destiny is said to depend. 
Christendom, for eighteen hundred years, has been taught to trust 
for perfection and happiness to one standing on the platform of 
humanity, as they do. 

Now, what is meant by this ? Does it mean that we are 
perfected by faith in truth, in justice, in goodness ? that it is 
by faith in these we can please God, and reach the heavenly 
state? If this be the meaning, I can understand and be- 
lieve it.. It is a fact, that, unless we have faith in truth, we 
shall not be in earnest to seek, embrace, practise, and propagate 
it. Faith in the truth and justice of any cause is the only 
foundation of success in those who espouse it. Without this, we 
shall hesitate in our efforts, falter, fail, or be damned, to use a 
Bible word ; with it, we shall be energetic and determined ; we 
shall succeed, and we shall please God. 

Was it faith in Jesus that originated the Temperance cause, 
and instigated to successftd effort in promoting, it? No ; it was 
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a knowledge of the tnith touching the nature of alcohol, and its 
influence on human health, life, and happiness, and faith in the 
truth and power of total abstinence. Sustained by faith in the 
truth and goodness of that principle, men went to work in earnest, 
and tore away the pillars of the dispensation of intemperance, 
and established a new heaven and new earth, in which dwells 
temperance, with all its attendant advantages. 

Was it faith in Jesus that originated the Anti-Slavery move- 
ment, and brought it thus far on the way to victory? Never 
was there an evil so gigantic, never one so encompassed about 
with bulwarks of defence. The literature, the politics, the 
moneyed interest, social and domestic afifections and customs, the 
church and state, the priest and politician, the army and navy, 
the Bible and the constitution, the government and God of the 
nation, had all been brought into the support of this colossal 
system of pollution and blood. But the nature and effects of 
slavery were at length fully brought to light, and, with perfect 
fiiith in the truth and justice of his cause, one man marched 
calmly and confidently to the assault, and shook this Bastile of 
crime to its deepest ibundations. It was his faith in the truth 
and justice of anti-slavery principles and measures that led to 
the first assault, that has rallied a great host to his support, and 
that has shaken, like an earthquake, this fabric, cemented by 
tears and blood, till it begins to totter to its eternal overthrow. 

Jesus, as an individual man, could do no more than any other 
man of the past to cause truth, on this subject, to convince the 
reason, to awaken the conscience, and to call into activity the 
moral nature of this people, touching the wrongs of the slave 
and his right to freedom. Had the same effort been made, the 
same results had followed, had Jesus never been. It was 
Humanity that instigated the movement. Had Christ never 
existed — at least, had the knowledge of him been blotted from 
the minds of the American people — slavery here had probably 
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been ere this extinct ; for Christ has been made, by this nation, 
one of its great supports. They have made him (most unjustly, 
I think) the great champion of slaveholders ; and Humanity, in 
seeking the abolition of this crime, has had to contend with what 
this nation, in church and state, c^lls Christ, as its most 
determined and malignant foe. It is not, then, by faith in him, 
nor in any other man, that slavery is to be blotted out ; but by 
faith in the truth and goodness of anti-slavery principles, and in 
the facts and laws of human nature. 

So in regard to war. It is not by faith in Jesus, but in truth 
and justice, in the sympathies, instincts, and wants of humanity, 
that this evil is to be annihilated. Jesus did, indeed, teach the 
principle and spirit of peace, and his whole life, so far as known, 
was a practical repeal of the principles, spirit, and laws of war. 
Love to enemies, forgiveness of injuries, good for evil, &c., were 
the doctrines he taught. Eaith in the truth and justice of these 
principles will yet beat all weapons of war into those of peace, 
and cause all to cease to learn war. Is it said. This is what is 
meant by faith in Christ ? Say so, then ; direct attention to 
these principles, and not to the teacher of them. They had been 
just as true, and adapted to convince the reason and move the 
heart, had any other taught them. 

Let us cease, then, to talk about the man, and talk about 
justice, righteousness, goodness, truth ; talk about them, not as 
abstractions, but as something belonging to us, in us, and of us. 
Show men and women that to know and be true to the laws 
under which they exist, is to be good, as God designed we should 
be. But such has been the effect of the Bible teachings, and 
the teachings of priests and people, who receive it all as divine, 
that it is a most common thing for men to make up for want of 
confidence in truth by faith in Christ, and to supply the lack of 
reverence for truth by reverence for Christ, and of practical 
justice, honesty, forgiveness, by talk about Christ and salvation 
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by faith in him. Witness Daniel Webster. His last prayer 
was, Save me by Jesus Christ. He dared not ask to be saved 
by truth, justice, honesty, and goodness. He had no faith in 
these to ensure him heaven. How could he ? His life had been 
for years a life of contempt for truth, justice, purity, sobriety, 
and righteousness. The cry of the innocent, the dumb, the 
enslaved, had gone up to God against him. He had no hope in 
truth and goodness. His hope was in Jesus^ who, as he sup- 
posed, might perfect him in happiness. 



ITEM XIX. 

Christ's definition oi adultery. 

Nature attaches an importance to the marriage attribute of 
humanity which it does to nothing else. The relations based on 
this are designed to be the sources of the most intense and ele- 
vated enjoyments of which our nature is capable. It was 
designed to have, and does have, more control over the destiny 
of man, than all other elements of his being combined. Nature 
connects with a natural use of it her sweetest smiles ; and with 
its abuses, her most terrible frowns. Not our relation to all the 
universe besides so absorbs our thoughts and feelings, so controls 
our words and actions, so beautifies existence, so refines and 
perfects our nature and shapes our destiny, as the relation of 
man to woman, and woman to man, in marriage. God in 
Nature has honored this relation as he has none other. He has 
connected with it the organization, the health, and perfection of 
the race. This capacity of the soul for marriage, above all other 
attributes of our nature, assimilates and binds us to God. Very 
different from this, I think, is the view taken of the conjugal 
desire, or passion, by the Bible. 
8 
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The Bible says (Matt. 5 : 27—30) : — 

** Te haye heard that it was said by them of old time. Thou shalt not 
commit adultery ; but I say unto you, that whosoever looketh on a 
woman to lust after her, hath committed adultery with her already in his 
heart. And if thy right eye offeud thee, pluck it out, and cast it from, 
thee ; for it is profitable for thee that one of thy members should perish, 
and not that thy whole body should be cast into hell. And if thy right 
hand offend thee, cut it off, and cast it from thee ; for it is profitable for 
thee that one of thy members should perish, and not that thy whole body- 
should be cast into hell." 

This passage contains Jesus' exposition of the law of adultery. 
What is meant by the phrase, " To look on a woman to lust after 
her " ? Does Jesus mean to say Abraham, Jacob, David, and 
Solomon, were adulterers? Does it mean that he who looks on 
any woman to desire her (Itist means here desire), without a 
license from human goyemment, is an adulterer? I think he 
had not this idea in his mind. 

What, then, does it mean? It is aimed at all impure, 
degrading connection between men and women — at all abnormal 
relations between the sexes. True ; but what did Jesus consider 
an unnatural, impure connection ? It seems to me the passage 
admits of but one interpretation; that is, whosoever looketh on 
any woman to desire her o^ a uoife^ is an adulterer at heart. 
The relation of husband and wife is here condemned as incon- 
sistent with the purity and perfection to which Jesus taught men 
and women to aspire. Jesus saw all around him the pollutions, 
the diseases and degradation, resulting from the abuses of the 
marriage element. To save his followers from this degradation, 
he pronounced marriage itself adultery, and warned his disciples 
against the conjugal and parental desire. To desire any woman 
as a wife, or any man as a husband, is adultery, as it is defined 
by Jesus. 

That such was the intent of Jesus may be inferred firom the 
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words of the passage ; from the fact that it was oommon in 
Judea, in Persia, in Egypt, in Greece and Kome, for those who 
aimed at the highest attainments in purity, to abstain from 
marriage ; from the life of Jesus, who abstained from marriage 
and parentage — never allowing himself to come into the rela- 
tions of husband and father ; and, from the teachings of Jesus, 
as he seems to mention approvingly the practice of men " making 
themselves eurmchs for the kingdom of heaven's sake." (Matt. 
19 : 12.) That is, that they may be able to make greater 
attainments in moral elevation. 

The relation itself is spoken of by Paul as necessarily bringing 
trouble (1 Cor. 7 : 29), and as necessarily interfering with our 
duties to God. It says, a man without a wife, and a woman 
without a husband, can better attend to the things of the Lord, 
and be better able so to feel, think, speak, and act, as to please 
him, than those who are married. It says that the unmarried 
will be more likely to be holy in body and in spirit than the 
married. Their marriage would be a hindrance to their spiritual 
elevation ; that the married man would have his thoughts and 
feelings turned away from God, to care for his wife ; and she 
hers to care for her husband. All this is said to us, " that we 
may attend upon the Lord without distraction." (1st Cor. 7 : 
32 — 35.) Those that are married are expected to live as though 
they were not ; that is, to attach little or no importance to the 
relation, or to the duties growing out of it, but to let their minds 
and hearts be entirely absorbed in their relation and duties to 
God. The idea is inculcated, that a man cannot properly care 
for his wife and the Lord, nor a woman for her husband and the 
Lord, at the same time. Paul was mistaken, when he informs 
us that he had the spirit of God when he gave such instructions. 
That spirit never led Paul, or any one, to teach contrary to 
Nature. God never directed Jesus, or Paul, or any man or 
woman, to abstain from marriage. As well assert that God 
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made man to breathe the air, and then forbade him to breathe 
it. Nature assures us that the married can better care for the 
things of the Lord, and better please the Lord, than the unmar- 
ried; and that a perfect development of body and soul can 
better be attained in that relation than out of it. It assures us 
that those who most perfectly love, houor, and care for their 
wives and husbands, most truly love, honor, and serve God. 
They are the most faithful to their own natures, and, of course, 
to God ! This abstinence from marriage to please the Lord, 
and attain a more perfect growth in goodness and wisdom, as 
do the Catholic Priesthood, as did the early Christians, as did 
Paul, and as did Jesus, is practically to pour contempt upon the 
most divine element of our being, and an error fraught with 
fearful results to the purity and elevation of our moral 
nature. To seek to crush it is as great an outrage as would be 
its abuse. 

It is certain that the Christians regarded marriage as neces- 
sarily tending to corrupt the soul, and unfit it for intimate 
communion with God. Hence, in the first and second centuries, 
it was common for men to shun the society of women, and women 
of men ; to retire into deserts, aud mountains, and solitudes, to 
avoid all excitement of their marriage nature. Those who could 
most effectually suppress the conjugal passion were counted the 
best Christians, and were held up as examples most worthy of 
imitation ; as if the tendency of man to woman, and woman to 
man, were, in itself, a corrupting instinct. The monastic system 
and the celibacy of the priesthood originated in the same con- 
struction of the teachings of Jesus by the early Christians, and 
in the feeling that marriage necessarily tended to obstruct that 
pure and intimate communion with God which it was the mission 
of Jesus to establish among men. It is certain, too, that some 
of the most learned and celebrated Christians of the three first 
centuries approved of men's making themselves " eunuchs for 
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the kiDgdom of heaven's sake ; " and some actnall j did so (for 
instance, Origen). This was done under the impression made 
bj the remarks of Jesus in regard to this matter. They believed 
with Paul, that those were best prepared to serve God and follow 
Christ, who had succeeded most perfectly in crushing the natural 
desire for marriage. 

In this, I think, the Bible is opposed to Nature. A man can- 
not help desiring a woman as a wife, a woman cannot help desir' 
ing a man as a husband. A wife is a necessity of man's nature, 
as is air and food. No man can be what God designed he should 
be, and what it is his inalienable right to be, without a wife ; no 
woman can be developed and perfected, according to the design 
of (jod, without a husband. No man or woman can be saved, in 
the only true sense of that word, until they become husbandd or 
wives, and fathers or mothers. Woman alone can make a man 
a husband and a &ther ; man alone can bring a woman into the 
relations of a wife and mother. Neither can be saved without 
the other. Where man goes, woman must go ; where woman 
goes, man must go. Inevitable ruin is before them, whenever, 
in anything, either attempts to establish a separate interest from 
the other. Jesus and the apostles might as well have blamed a 
man for desiring food to eat, or air to breathe, as for desiring a 
woman as a wife, to bring him into the most holy and exalted 
of all human relations — that of a husband and a father. The 
object of Jesus in condemning the conjugal desire as impure was, 
to promote the purity and perfection of his followers ; but in no 
way could there have been laid a broader and deeper foundation 
for their certain corruption and ruin. He erred in judgment, 
not in motive. 
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ITEM XX. 

THE BIBLE EBBS, WHEN, IN THE NEW TESTAMENT, IT ENDORSES THE 
CONCEPTIONS OF GOD, AND HUMAN RELATIONS AND DUTIES, ENTER- 
TAINED BY THE JEWS, AND INCULCATED IN THE OLD TESTAMENT. 

Jesus I regard as a true and honest man, and nothing more — 
faithful to his nature, according to his light. Of course, I think 
and speak of him as a human being. I sit in judgment on his 
sayings and doings, as I do on those of other men. Their truth 
and rightfulness are to be tested by the standard by which those 
of other men are to be tested. Nothing is true because he says 
it is true ; nothing false because h^ declares it so. No act is 
right because he did it, nor because he commands it ; and no act 
is wrong because he forbids it ; but his sayings and doings must 
be tested, like those of other men, by their accordance or dis- 
cordance with the facts and laws of our bodies and souls. Just 
so &r as his teachings and life were in harmony with these, he 
was a true man, and no further. The same may be said of every 
human being. He was a Jew, and, to some extent, with the 
ideas and feelings of a Jew, — with a like veneration for Jewish 
rites and institutions. Yet he stood in a defined and determined 
hostility to the existing religious and political institutions of the 
Jews, and of all nations. Jesus was the inhdel gome-outer of 
HIS DAT and nation. He sought the destruction of the existing 
order of society, in Church and State, and the introduction of a 
more natural, and, therefore, purer order of things. He was 
denounced as a traitor to the government, and so he was ; as an 
infidel to the religion, and so he was ; as an atheist to what 
those around him worshipped as God, and so he was ; as a sedi- 
tious and dangerous person, and so he was, to existing opinions 
and practices, in many particulars. But he was true to himself, 
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to his own convictions of right, even unto death ; and so far suc- 
ceeded in imbuing others with his spirit and opinions, that the 
obscure and despised, but conscientious and energetic, if^ldel 
coTne-outer of Nazareth, became the hero of Calvary, and the 
object of love and worship to kingdoms and nations for eighteen 
hundred years. We know but little of him — only what was 
compressed into about three years of his life ; aud, judging from 
that, we must set him down as one of the most perfect of men. 
He was true to the light he had ; being sincere and faithful to 
his own convictions. But that Christ was in all things a perfect 
example in wisdom and goodness, I do not believe. It seems to 
me to be a denial of the law of progress in man so to regard 
him, or any man or woman of the past or present. I am sorry 
to see the veneration, sympathies, and convictions, of my fellow- 
beings in favor of errors in principle and wrongs in practice. I 
feel free and willing to shock those prejudices, and wound those 
sympathies, so far as it is necessary to do so, in order to expose 
error and affirm truth ; to abolish wrong and establish right. 
Yet, I would do this in all love and kindness. I believe it would 
be just as proper to worship George Fox, William Lloyd Garri- 
son, Theodore Parker, or Ralph W. Emerson, as God, as thus to 
worship Jesus. Those who believe Jesus to be more than a man, 
and who worship him as a God, will be shocked by the freedom 
of my remarks on the sayings and doings of one they deem to 
be God ; but the being whom they regard and worship as God, I 
love and respect as a man. My remarks respecting Jesus, and 
his sayings and doings, must be estimated by my views of his 
nature, and not by theirs. To all who regard Jesus as a man, 
they will seem just and respectful ; to those who regard him as 
God, they will seem irreverent, perhaps blasphemous. I worship 
God, according to the degree of his manifestation, in every other 
human being, as I do in Jesus. While I would be considerate 
and kind towards the misdirected feelings and erroneous opinions 
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of others, I demand that ihey shonld respect m j rights as a man 
and an accountable being (especially my right to judge of the 
opinions and practices of any man of the past or present, even 
though it be Jesus himself, whom they worship as Gt)d, but 
whom I regard only as a man), and my right to live out and 
propagate among men my own ideas. While I accord this to 
all others, I shall maintain it inviolate for myself and all around 
me, come weal or woe. 

According to the accounts in the Evangelists, Jesus erred in 
his estimate of some of the ideas of Grod and of man, and his 
relations and duties, entertained by the patriarchs, heroes, judges, 
rulers, prophets, and poets, of the Old Testament ; ideas which 
were unnatural and cruel. It is impossible to conceive of a 
being more revengeM and bloody than the early Jews thought 
God to be. Yet, according to the account, those ideas were, in 
some measure, endorsed as true by Jesus and the apostles. The 
God of Abraham, Isaac, and Jacob, is set before us as an object 
of worship ; their ideas of him are represented as just and true 
to Nature ; their polygamy, concubinage, wars, punishments, and 
sacrifices, as having been authorized of God, or toinked at, or 
tolerated for the hardness of their hearts. The example of those 
who practised incest, polygamy, concubinage, revenge, and war, 
in its most inhuman forms, is held up to us, without any excep- 
tion, as worthy of imitation. 

It seems impossible for us to receive such ideas of God as 
were entertained by the early Jews, and endorsed as true by 
Jesus and the apostles. No power can make us feel that some 
of those ideas of human relations and duties are just and right. 
Humanity recoils from them ; and not even upon the sanction of 
Christ, or of any being in the universe, can men be made to 
receive and live out, as true and just, ideas that are repulsive to 
every pure and holy instinct and sympathy of their nature. 
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ITEM XXI. 

fHE BIBLE EBBS IN ITS ACCOUNT OF THE OBIQIN OV THE JEWISH 
PBIESTHOOD AND SACBIFICES. 

The jiist Author of our ezbtence never required of a human 
being anything which he could not do for himself. This seems 
to me to be essential to justice. For instance, to assert that 
God requires us to be immersed in water, and forbids us to do it 
for ourselves, but commands us to get another to immerse us, is 
to make God unjust and tyrannical ; for it must be gross tyranny 
to impose on me a duty, and make my doing it depend on the 
chance of getting another person to do it for me. 

Yet on this idea are based all the priesthoods of all ages and 
nations. God must be served; human beings must minister 
unto him. They cannot do it, each for himself or herself, in 
person. The man who ploughs, plants, hoes, and raises the com, 
must not offer it to God ; his dress and person are too much 
soiled by his work. The man who rears the dove, sheep, goat, 
or bullock, must not kill it and offer it himself; he smells too 
strongly of the stable or the stall. So they must bring their 
offerings to some one that has been set apart and licensed, — 
who is suitably apparelled, and accomplished in speech and 
manners, to appear before God, — to kill the animals, and lay 
their carcasses on the altar, and burn them. The offering must 
be made ; the prayer must be prayed ; but we must get some 
one suitably attired and accomplished to do these things for us. 
God is ready to accept the j&uits of our toil, but not directly 
from our hands, — consecrated, priestly hands alone can present 
the offering acceptably. On this foundation rest the priesthood 
of Mohammedanism, of Hindooism, of all idolatrous religions, of 
Judaism, and of Christianity. 
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See the account of the institution of the Jewish priesthood. 
(Exodus, chapters 28th and 29th.) The account is introduced 
by the expression, " And the Lord spake unto Moses, saying." 
(Ex. 25 : 1.) God is represented as setting apart a class of men 
<* to minister to him in the priest's office." To sustain and 
enrich the priests, and enable them to live in great splendor, a 
certain portion of all the earnings of all the people is to be paid 
to them. One tenth of all the produce of the land, and 
flocks, and herds, and earnings of the people, was to be given 
to the priests, to enable them to fare sumptuously and maintain 
priestly dignity. 

He then goes on to tell bow the priests' garments are to be 
made, and how the priests are to be consecrated : 

« Thou Shalt speak unto all that are wise-hearted, whom I ha^e filled 
with the. spirit of wisdom, that they make Aaron's garments to conse- 
crate him, that he may minister to me in the priest's office. And these 
are the g&rments which they shall make : B.brea8tplateyB,n ephodfArobe, 
a br aider ed coai, a mitre, and a girdle. These are to be made of gold , and 
blw, find purple, and scarlet, and fine linen," 

The mitre and the garments were to be covered with gold 
rings, jewels of diamonds and precious stones ; and on the top 
of the mitre was to be a crown of pure gold. God is repre- 
sented as acting as a tailor, to show just how the priests' gar- 
ments were to be cut, made up, and trimmed. Then he is said to 
give minute directions as to the ceremony of the consecration. 
Among others is this: "Thou shalt kill the ram, and take 
of his blood, and put it upon the tip of the right ear of Aaron, 
and upon the tip of the right ear of his sons, and upon 
the thumb of their right hand, and upon the great toe of their 
right foot," &c. 

The Bible errs. Man cannot worship God by proxy. What- 
ever he does to or for God, he must do himself. No pope, car- 
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dinal, bishop, priest, or clergyman, can *' minister nnto Otod " for 
us. The priesthoods of all religions are, like governments of 
yiolence and blood, purely of human device. God never had any 
more hand in appointing Aaron and his sons priests, or any other 
priesthood, than he had in appointing an order of men to be 
soldiers, kings, dukes, rumsellers, and pickpockets. Nature designs 
that every man and woman should " minister to God " for them- 
selves, and make their own offerings to him, without the interven- 
tion of a third party. The God of Nature appoints no priests, 
but calls on all to come directly to him, and love and serve him, 
each one for himself and herself. 

Then, who can believe that the God of Nature ever ordered 
a man to be decked out like a harlequin, in order that he might 
minister at his altar acceptably ? Read the description of the 
hreastpUxtey the ephody the robe, the hroidered coat^ the girdle, the 
ndtre and crown. Imagine a man decked out in all this gaudy 
show ! What can be more puerile and contemptible than the 
decorations of the high priest 7 Yet we are told that the qual- 
ity, the out, fashion and trimmings, of the garments were 
all ordered by the same Being who forbids women to deck 
themselves with " broidered hair, gold, pearls, or costly 
array." It cannot be true that such a gaudy, frivolous dress 
was ever prescribed for any human being by the God of 
Nature. 

Then, read the account of the making of the Ark ; the mercy- 
seat, with the cherubims ; the tahU, with its rings, staves, dishes, 
spoons, covers and bowls ; and the candlestick, wfth its shaft, its 
branches, its bawls, its knops kxA flowers ; the curtains of ^^fine' 
tmned linen, and blue, and purple, and scarlet,*^ and of " goats^ 
hair,'* and " rams' skins,'* (See Ex. chapters 25th and 26th.) 
See, too, the account of the Temple, which we are told God 
directed Solomon to build to him. (1 Kings, chapters 6th and 
7th.) Bead all the minute directions, said to have been given 
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bj Gk>d, touehing the fashion, and trimmings, and ornaments of 
the garments of the priests of the Ark and Temple ; remember- 
ing that all this glitter and show of ornaments were supposed to 
have been ordered by and for the gratification of One, who is 
said to have declared that He " dwelt not in houses made with 
hands," and that " he looketh not upon the outward appear- 
ance ; " — that " God, who is a spirit," and who inhabiteth eter- 
nity, so concerned to decorate those who were to minister unto 
him, and the house that men were to build to him ! The idea of 
God here presented is simply ridiculous — making him a careful 
tailor, to superintend the wardrobe of a priest ; or a skilful car- 
penter, to oversee the building of a house for him to dwell in. 
The God of Nature heeds not the dress of those who worship, 
nor the build and decorations of the house in which they serve 
him. The pure in heart see God — not those who dwell in 
costly houses, and appear in gay apparel. , How can any one be 
made to believe that the great life-giving Spirit of the universe 
ever gave these directions ? Yet we are told, " The Lord spake 
all these words to Moses." The Bible <errs. 

See, too, the account of the offerings and sacrifices to be made 
to God, of hillocks, rams, goats, lambs, turtle-doves, and young 
pigeons; of flour, oil, and ft'ankincense ; and meat-offerings 
baked in ** ovens, ^* "^ws," ** frying-pans,^^ and the manner in 
which the fowls and animals are to be killed, and their " kid- 
Tieys,^' ^^fat,^^ " cauls," ^* feathers," " crops," and other parts, 
are to be disposed of. (Leviticus, seven first chapters.) The 
phrase is often repeated, " And the Lord spake unto Moses." 

Did the God of Nature ever command human beings to 
slaughter animals, and bum their fat, kidneys, caul, and muscles, 
that he might smell it as a " sweet-smelling savor " ? God 
needed not these animals for food ; he needed them not to be 
burned that he might smell the burning fat. The same Bible 
represents God as saying, ** I will take no bullock out of thy 
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hoose, nor he-goat out of thy flocks ; for every beast of the forest 
is mine, and the cattle upon a thousand hills ; I know all the 
fowls of the mountains ; and the wild beasts of the field are 
mine. If I were hungry, I would not tell thee ; for the world is 
mine and the fulness thereof. Will I eat the flesh of bulls/ or 
drink the blood of goats ? " Yet we are told we must believe 
that this same God demanded all those bloody sacrifices ! 

The account of the wave'Offering is worthy of notice. (Ex. 
29 : 22—28.) A ram was to be killed. Then the fat, the 
rumpt the fat that covers the inwards, the ca^ above the licer, 
the two Jddruys, the right shoulder, with one loaf of bread, one 
cake of oiled bread, and oTte wafer, were to be put into the 
hands of the priest, and he was to wave them before the Lord 
for a " VHive-ojfering,^^ They were "to sanctify the breast of 
the wave-offering, and the shoulder of the heave-offering, which 
is waved and which is heaved up, of the ram of the consecra- 
tion." All this is prefaced by a " Thus saith the Lord,^^ Can 
any one believe that " He who is a spirit, and is to be worshipped 
in spirit and in truth," ever required this mummery ? Nothing 
was more ridiculous in the idolatrous worship of Greece and 
Kome. God requiring a priest to take the^a^, the rump, the 
caul, liver and kidneys, of a ram, and wave them to and fro, and 
heave them up and down before him, and delighting himself with 
the sight thereof! 

The man who raised the ram, goat, or bullock, was not 
allowed to kill it, and wave to and fro, and heave up and down, 
the "fat," "kidneys," "caul" and "inwards," before the 
Lord, in his own house, and before his own family. No ; he 
must take them to a priest, and get him to do it for him ; and, 
on pain of God's eternal displeasure, as the story goes, he was to 
pay the priest for doing it. All this array of " sin-ofierings," 
" trespass-ofierings," " bumt-ofierings," " peace-offerings," " free- 
will-offierings," " wave-offerings," " heave-offerings," " meat- 
9 
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offerings," &o., was to be presented by ike people to the 
priests, and by ihem presented to God. The pnrity and glory 
of God are represented as liable to be profaned, if the people 
presented their own offerings directly to God, and the panishment 
of death was executed on those who presomed to present any 
offering except through the licensed, ordained, mitred and orna- 
mented priest. 

See the directions about the priests marrying. (Ley. 21 : 
7 — 15.) " They shall not take a wife that is a harlot, or pr(h 
fane, neither shall they take a woman put away from her 
husband." The high priest "shall take a wife in her vir- 
ginity : a vndoWf or a divorced vwrnati^ or profane, or a har- 
lot, these shall he not take ; but he shall take a virgin of his 
own people to wife. Neither shall he pro&ne his seed among 
his people ; for I, the Lord, do sanctify him." Why should a 
priest be forbidden to marry a vndaw^ a divorced tooman, or a 
profane, or a harlot , rather than other men? The reason given 
hf **he (the priest) is holy unto his God,^^ What would pro&ne 
a priest, would profane a swineherd. If it would pro&ne a high 
priest to marry a widow or a harlot, it would profane a cobbler, 
a tinker, a hostler, or a scavenger. Why should not God show 
as much anxiety to have blacksmiths, carpenters, and fiirmers, 
get virgins for wives, as he does to have priests get them 7 Is it 
any more offensive to God for a priest to marry a widow, or 
divorced woman, than for a coal-heaver, or a sailor before the 
mast 7 Is it not as necessary that a buteher, a tenner, and 
laborers of all kinds, should be " holy unto their God," as that 
a priest should be holy unto his God ? Yet G^ is said to have 
interposed to give special directions to priests, to see to it that 
they get only virgins for wives, and leaves all others to marry 
" harlots,** or *' profane,** or " widows,** or whom they pleased. 
As if it were more consistent with being " holy unto his God " 
ibr a man to marry a virgin than a widow ! Can any one 
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bdlieYe tiie God of Nature ever gave saoli directions to men? 
Yet there are the words : '* And the Lord said unto Moses." 
(Lev. 21: 1.) 

See, also, the directions about mourning for the dead (Ley. 
21 : 1 — 5) : — " And the Lord said unto Moses, Speak unto the 
priests, and say unto them, There shall none be defiled for the 
dead among his people. But for him that is near unto him, that 
is, for his mother, and for his father, and for his son, and for his 
daughter, and for his brother, and for his sister, a virgin, that 
is nigh unto him, which hath no husband^ for her may he be 
defiled. But he shall not defile himself, being a chief man among 
his people, to profane himself. They shall not make baldness 
upon their head, neither shall they shave off the comer of the 
beard, nor make any cuttings in their flesh. They shall be holy 
unto their God, and not profane the name of their God." 

Here God is represented again as peculiarly anxious about 
the appearance and holiness of the priests ; forbidding them to 
mourn for the dead, as others did, lest they should be defiled. 
Others might cut their flesh, shave their beards, tear out their 
hair, and disfigure themselves, in token of sorrow for the dead ; 
but priests were not to do it, because they were to be " holy unto 
their God." K " baldness," " shaving," and " cutting the flesh," 
would defile a priest, they would defile anybody else; It is as 
necessary that farmers and mechanics should be undefiled and 
*< holy to their God," as that priests should be holy unto theirs. 
Yet the Bible represents God as very anxious about the priests, 
but caring nothing for the rest. 

The priests were allowed to defile themselves in certain cases. 
One was, on the death of a sister who was a virgin^ and had no 
husband. If she had a husband, he was not to defile himself 
for her ; that is, he was not to cut his flesh, shave his beard, or 
tear his hair. Why might a priest defile himself for a sistor, a 
virgin, and not defile himself for a sister not a virgin — who had 
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a husband ? This is all very strange legislation for a Qod all- 
wise and just. 

But the " high priest, upon whose head the anointing oil was 
poured, and that is consecrated to put on the garments " (the 
gaudy harlequin dress of the ephod, robe, breastplate, br older ed 
coat, mitre and girdle, described in Exodus, chap. 28), " shall 
not uncover his head, nor rend his clothes," nor defile himself 
for any one. The reason given is, " The crown of the anointing 
oil of God is upon him." God is said to be greatly concerned 
lest a high priest should *' uncover his head or rend his clothes " 
in mourning; but he cares not how others do it. Why? Because 
the crown of God's anointing oil is upon him ! Can any believe 
the God of Nature ever said this? 

Then, to see God so much concerned to have the priests decked 
out in all imaginable finery of jewels, rings, gold, fine linen^ 
purple, blue, scarlet, goat's hair, rams' skins, girdles, breastplates, 
&c., but caring nothing at all how others are dressed. The 
priests must be decked in all finery, and fare sumptuously, though 
all others went in rags or nakedness. Can we suppose the God 
of Nature is any more anxious about the dress of a priest than 
of a mud-digger ? God requires the latter to be as " holy to his 
God " as the other ; and there is as much reason why God should 
be concerned to have ephods, breastplates, girdles, broidered 
coats, and robes of gold, jewels, precious stones, and fine linen, 
prepared for coal-diggers as for high priests. Why is not God 
as anxious to have bakers, cooks, laundresses, shoemakers, 
tailors, blacksmiths, and farmers, consecrated, as priests? The 
coal-digger's work is as pure and holy to God as that of the high 
priest, and of far more service to man. Yet, God is held up as 
giving all his concern to deck out the priest, and caring nothing 
for the dress of the useful laborer. The Bible errs. There is as 
much reason why a blacksmith, a laundress, a farmer or a shoe- 
maker should be decked in ephods, breastplates of gold, curioua 
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girdles, mitres, rings, bonnets, and precious stones, and have holy 
oil poured upon his head, as that tiie priest should. The farmer, 
the cook, and the tailor, who prepare food and raiment for men, 
minister unto God in a higher and holier sense than he who 
slaughters beasts and bums their carcasses, that the Lord may 
snuff up the odor of the fat thereof. Yet the Bible says, God 
bestows all his care on the priests, to have them decked out and 
fed sumptuously, and takes no thought about the farmer and me- 
chanic, to have them comfortably fed and clothed. 
« It may be said, the sole object of the Christian priesthood is 
to teach. No such thing. This is not, and never has been, 
counted by the church and priesthood the sole or main object of 
its appointment. The existence of this priesthood rests on the 
idea, that man owes some service to God which he cannot do for 
himself. Catholics have many rites which can only be done by 
consecrated priests. Protestants have some. Water Baptism 
and the Lord's Supper — can a man or woman administer these, 
each to himself or herself? No church or priest would consider 
baptism valid, when a woman administers it to herself. None 
would consider it valid for a man to immerse himself, and eat 
bread and drink wine, in the name of Father, Sod, and Holy 
Ghost. To Mfil the divine requirement, it is necessary that an 
crdained priest should administer these ; just as it was necessary 
for an ordained priest among the Jews to offer their sacrifices. 

The Bible errs. The God of Nature, in whom we " live, move, 
and have our being," never appointed a priesthood, nor instituted 
bloody sacrifices of men or beasts. His altar stands not in a sea 
of blood, as the Bible represents it. The pure in heart see God. 
He delighteth in mercy, not in sacrifices. 
9* 
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ITEM XXII. 

THERE ABE GONTBABIGTIONS IN THE BIBLE. 

1 ALLUDE not to oontradictions in dates, places, names and 
genealogies, and such like unimportant matters, but to those that 
exist in regard to fundamental principles of morality. Some of 
these I will mention. 

God is represented as saying (Ex.21: 23—25): — "Thou 
shalt give life for life, eye for eye, tooth for tooth, hand for 
hand, foot for foot, burning for burning, wound for wound, 
stripe for stripe." This principle of retaliation is taught also 
in another place (Lev. 24 : 19, 20) : — " If a man cause a blemish 
to his neighbor, as he hath done, so shall it be done unto him ; 
breach for breach, eye for eye, tooth for tooth," &c. In another 
place, it is taught in these words (Deut. 19 : 21) : — " Thine eye 
shall not pity, but life shall go for life," &c. In another place 
(Gen. 9 : 6), the same principle is taught in these words : 
" Whoso sheddeth man's blood, by man shall his blood be shed." 
This is laid down as a law of life between man and man, and is 
preceded by " The Lord spake unto Moses." Evil for evil, blood 
for blood, is the principle. In another part of the Bible, Jesus 
says to his disciples respecting this rule, "It shall not be so 
with you. But I say unto you, that ye resist not evil ; but 
whosoever shall smite thee on the one cheek, turn to him the 
other also." (Matt. 5 : 38, 39.) Paul says (Romans 12 : 17, 
21), " Recompense to no man evil for evil " — " Overcome evil 
with good." In one passage, men are required to return evil 
for evil, and in another, they are forbidden to do so, and re- 
quired to return good for evil. The contradiction is as plain 
and broad as possible ; and in a question of fundamental moral- 
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ity, that immediately and practically concerns the happiness of 
this world. Have I a right to injure a man because he has 
injured me ? Have I a right to kill a man because he intends 
to kill me ? In one place, the Bible says Yes ; in another, No. 
Which is the true law of man's social nature, evil for evil, or 
good for evil 7 Can there be a doubt to any careful observer of 
human life? The history of the race demonstrates that the 
practice of evil for evil is unnatural and ruinous, while that of 
** good for evil " is true and safe. None can doubt that they are 
antagonisms. Yet, the Bible sanctions both. Bid they both 
come from the same Grod ? God never gave the law of an " eye 
for an eye," &c. Yet the Bible says he did. 

" Love your enemies " is one command of the Bible. As a 
comment on this, read Deut. 7 : 1 — 5. " Forgive as you would be 
forgiven " is one passage. Bead the feeling the Jews were re- 
quired to entertain towards Amalek, as a comment. (Deut. 25 : 
17 — 19.) In one place it says, " Let all bitterness, and wrath, 
and anger, and malice, be put away ; and be ye kind, tender- 
hearted and forgiving ; " and in another, all pity, and mercy, and 
kindness are expressly forbidden ; and hatred, wrath, and deadly 
revenge are enjoined. In one place it says, God delighteth in 
mercy, and not in sacrifice ; and in another, mercy, even to help- 
less women and children, is made a crime, atid the sacrifice of 
hundreds of thousands of human victims, to appease the wrath 
of God, is made a duty. Did these contradictory rules of life 
issue from the same being? They pertain to essential morality, 
and are as contradictory as love and hatred, forgiveness and 
revenge, truth and falsehood. They can never be reconciled. 

In one breath, the command is, " Thou shalt not kill ; " in the 
next it says. Thou shalt kill. In one it says, " Thou shalt not 
commit adultery ; " in the next, polygamy, concubinage, incest 
and rape, are sanctioned. In one it says, " Thou shalt not steal ; " 
in another it says, " Go, plunder men, women and children of 
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houses, lands, and homes, and take them to yourselves for a 
possession." Now it says, the child shall not be put to death 
for the sin of the father (Deut. 24 : 16) ; and then, that God 
will visit the iniquities of the Others upon the children, and that 
he did slaughter myriads of innocent children because their 
remote ancestors offended him. 

I can but allude to the idea of God, as expressed in the 
thirty-second chapter of Exodus, While Moses was in the 
Mount, the people caused a calf to be made, and worshipped it. 
They supposed Moses had forsaken them, and they relapsed into 
their old Egyptian ideas of God and worship. But God is 
represented as exceedingly angry, and as saying, " Let me alone, 
that my wrath may wax hot against them, and that I may con- 
sume them ; and I will make of thee a great nation.'' But 
Moses is represented as remonstrating against such a wholesale 
slaughter, and he appeals to the Lord's ambition and approbo" 
tiveness, and asks him what the Egyptians will say of him if 
he does ; tells him how they will exult over him, &c. The Lord 
finally repents of the evil which he thought to do, in killing the 
whole nation of men, women and children, for that one act, and 
sparing only Moses. But the Lord said unto Moses, "Put 
every man his sword by his side, and go in and out from gate to 
gate throughout the camp, and slay every man his brother, and 
every man his companion, and every man his neighbor. * * And 
there fell that day three thousand men.'' By this sacrifice of 
three thousand men, the Lord's anger was appeased. Bead that 
whole chapter (32d of Exodus), then contrast it with the idea 
of God presented in the expression, " God is Love," and recon- 
cile them, if it can be done. Wrath waxed so hot as to seek 
the massacre of a whole people, and appeased only by the blood 
of three thousand human victims, reconciled with Love ! The 
two ideas must be reconciled, or the Bible errs. 

Bead the commission said to have been given by God to Saul 
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against Amalek (Ist Samuel 15:8): — <* Now, go smite Amaiek, 
and utterly destroy all that they have : spare them not, but slay 
both man and woman, infant and suckling, ox and sheep, camel 
and ass." Clearly apprehend the idea of God, here expressed 
by God himself, as the Bible says. Suppose some Indian chief 
were to issue such a commission to his warriors, in their marching 
against a settlement of men professing Christianity, but the 
deadly foe of the Indian, what would be said of him 7 

This commission to Saul reminds me of one issued by a 
Puritan Governor of Massachusetts to Captain Benjamin Church, 
when he was about to march against the Indians. It was in 
these words : — 

** 1. You are to take care that the worship of QoA is daily and con- 
stantly kept up amongst you. No swearing, cursing, or profkning of 
the holy name of God, to be allowed. 

** 2. To take the best means you can to surprise the enemy. 

"8. By killing, destroying, and all other means possible, endeayor the 
destruction of the enemy. 

"4. Take care, and be very industrious, by all possible means, to root 
out and destroy all the enemy's com and other proyisions, in all places 
where you can come at the same. 

*< 5. Take what captiyes you can, men, women and children. 

" 6. Use your utmost endeayors for the preservation of your own men, 
and the killing^ destroying^ and utterly rooting out, of the enemy, wher- 
ever he can be found." 

These two commissions seem so much alike, that they must 
have issued from the same source. 

Go read that commission to destroy Amalek (1st Sam. 15), 
and the whole transaction ; and, as you read, keep in mind that 
they were slaughtered, not for anything they had done, but 
solely, as the account says, because their ancestors, centuries 
before, " laid wait for Israel as he came out of Egypt ; " and 
then contrast the idea of Qod which is bere presented with the 
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idea set forth in another part of the same book : << Beloved, let 
us love one anbther ; for love is of God, and every one that 
loveth is bom of God, and knoweth God. He that loveth not, 
knoweth not God ; for God is lovb. Herein is love ; not that 
we loved God, but that he loved us, and sent his Son to be the 
propitiation for our sins. Beloved, if G^d so loved us, we ought 
also to love one another. No man hath seen God at any time. 
If we love one another, Gtod dwelleth in us, and his love is per- 
fected in us. '^ * God is love ; and he that dwelleth in love 
dwelleth in God, and Gtod in him." (1st Epistle of John, 
chap. 4.) 

Look on that picture ; then on this. Can two things be more 
essentially and eternally at war than are these two ideas of 
God 7 Yet we are told that both are true, and that we must 
learn to reconcile them. No greater injury can be done to one's 
moral nature, than to have instilled into his mind a religious 
dogma (for instance, that, as a whole, the Bible is the word of 
God), that he must receive or be lost forever; but which, when 
received, instantly obliges him to exert his ingenuity to reconcile 
these two contradictory ideas of God. 

Is it possible for human ingenuity to effect a compromise be- 
tween the spirit that dictated the 109th Psalm, and that which 
dictated another passage — Luke 6 : 27 — 38 ? The spirit that 
influenced the Psalmist led him to imprecate every conceivable 
curse and calamity upon his enemies, and on their wives and 
children. The spirit that controlled the heart of Jesus led him 
to say, " Love your enemies ; do good to them that hate you ; 
bless them that curse you," &o. Till all moral distinctions are 
blotted out, these can never be reconciled. 

See the account given by Paul of God's displeasure against 
the Bomans, on account of the corruptions among them resulting 
from violations of Nature's marriage law. (Horn. 1 : 26—32.) 
Would you suppose that the Being who is thus incensed against 
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the Romans for their lioentionsneeB is the same who, by express 
eDactments, was said to have given up women to the polygamy, 
concubinage, and rape, practised among the Jews 7 Yes, we are 
told that we must believe that the same spirit which actuated 
Jesus when he said, " Whoso looketh on a woman, to lust after 
her, hath committed adultery with her already in his heart,'' also 
moved Moses to give up thirty-two thousand young females to be 
concubines to those who had massacred their others and mothers 
and infant brothers. 

God is represented as Truth, and as one who cannot lie, and 
as saying that " all liars shall have their part in the hdce that 
bumeth with fire and brimstone." Can you believe that a Being 
thus tenacious of truth, and opposed to lying, is the same that is 
called the Lord in Ist Kings, twenty-second chapter, and who is 
represented as wishing to induce Ahab to go to Bamoth Gilead 
to fight the king of Syria, that he might be slain there ? How 
to induce Ahab to go up was the question. This Lord is said to 
be sitting on a throne, with all the hosts of heaven around him. 
He says, ** Who shalr persuade Ahab, that he may go up and fall 
at Bamoth Gilead ? And there came forth a spirit, and stood 
before the Lord, and said, I will persuade him. And the Lord 
saith unto him. Wherewith ? And he said, I will go forth, and 
I will be a l^ng spirit in the mouth of his prophets. And he 
said, Tkou shdU persuade him^ and prevail also. Gro forth, and 
DO so." It seems the Lord had not thought of that plan before ; 
but soon as the lying spirit suggested it, he seized on it, saying, 
in substance, *' It is a capital plan. Go, induce his prophets to 
lie to him ; for, unless they do tell him a lie, he will not go up. 
What cannot be done by truth, may be done by a lie." Bid the 
God of truth ever send forth a lying spirit, to deceive a man, — 
to allure him on, by a direct lie, to his death ? The being, here 
called Lord, certainly had no very serious objection to lying 
spirits, when he could use them to accomplish hb own purposes. 
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Such are the contradictory ideas of God, and of human rela- 
tions and daties, set forth in the Bible. All who receive that 
book as infallible truth, as a whole, are obliged to cast about in 
their minds for some way to reconcile them. The priests and 
churches of Christendom have exerted their utmost capacities to 
do this. Have they succeeded 7 They never have, and never 
can, till they blot from the human soul the power to discern * 
between truth and falsehood. One great business of the priest- 
hood is, to reconcile the minds of men to any and all crimes 
against Nature and Nature's God ; especially when once they 
are framed into laws. Do men wish to go to war 7 The priests 
stand ready to show them that war is perfectly reconcilable with 
love to enemies, with the paternity of God, and the brotherhood 
of man. Do they wish to hold slaves 7 The priests are ready 
with a compromise, to reconcile slavery with liberty, and with 
doing as we would be done by. Do they wish to hunt fogitive 
slaves 7 Those who are expert to reconcile the contradictions of 
the Bible are ready with a compromise between the Fugitive 
Slave Bill and the Higher Law. 

The great evil of the doctrine that the Bible, as a wholej is to 
be received as truth, is its effects on the moral nature of those 
who believe it. It instantly lays them under the necessity of a 
constant mental effort to reconcile contradictions in morals ; to 
prove that what is a lie now was a truth once ; that what is 
injustice now was justice once ; that what is wrong now was right 
once ; and what is now inherently and necessarily opposed to the 
nature of God, was once in harmony with it. 

I appeal to Christendom, in all ages and nations, for the truth 
of my remarks. Among no people were more inhuman crimes 
ever perpetrated, under the sanctions of a pretended direct reve- 
lation from God, than have been done by Christians under the 
sanctions of the Bible. A comparison of the atrocities done by 
Christians, under the sanction of their sacred oracles, wUl not fall 
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behind, in number and craeltj, those done by Mohammedans, 
under the sanction of the Koran, or by the Hindoos, under the 
sanction of the Shaster, or by the most savage tribes of men, 
under the sanctions of their deities. War, slavery, death penalty, 
imprisonment for debt, religious persecutions, penal codes and 
establishments, governmental oppressions, prostitution and con-* 
/^ubinage, and every conceivable outrage on the laws of human 
nature, have been systematically and deliberately perpetrated by 
Christians, under sanction of their Gk)d, as they receive him 
through their creed. Not a crime can be found among heathen 
or savage tribes of men, which cannot be matched and found to 
be justified among Christians. 

I state &ct8, which no one, acquainted with the history of the 
Bible and its influence as an authoritative revelation from God, 
will venture to deny. It is vain to say that, in your view, the 
Bible does not sanction war, slavery, polygamy, concubinage, 
incest, rape, wrath, and revenge. In the view of those who do 
these things by its sanction, it does ; and the Bible is to them what 
they conceive it to be. You cannot and you will not deny, that 
the Bible sanctions war, the buying of men and women, and 
holding, using, and whipping tiiem to death as " money ; '' that 
it sanctions polygamy and concubinage in their most revolting 
corruptions ; that it commands wrath and revenge. You may 
say it requires the opposite of these. So be it; but this only 
proves that the Bible, as might have been expected of a book 
thus compiled, contains many contradictions. 

Now, instead of attempting the dangerous and fruitless experi- 
ment of reconciling these contradictions, let us frankly admit that 
the Bible sometimes errs. Let us bring it to the test of the true 
Word of God, the fixed Bevelation, engraven on the bodies and 
souls of men, and on the universe in which we live ; and wherein 
it differs from this, let us, having proved it, hold fast the true, 
and reject the &Ise. It is impossible to havo an eye single to 
10 
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the trae and right, and believe that the Bible, as a whole, is iSie 
word of God. We must have two masters, and must ever be on 
the watch to reconcile fidelity to the good with devotion to the 
evil. Thus, having in a manner extinguished the pure light of 
truth, how great is the darkness in us ! Let the Mexican war 
and the Fugitive Slave Bill, and the slave hunts by a professedly 
civilized and Christian people, testify ! • 



ITEM XXIII. 

THE BIBLE EBBS, IN BEPBESENTING OOD AS A NATIONAL GOD OF THE 
JEWS, AND AS EXEBGISING A MOBB WATCHITUL CASE OYER TBOSM 
THAN OVER ANY OTHEB NATION. 

The God of Nature is impartial in his dealings with individu- 
als and nations. He watches over all the works of his hands 
with equal wisdom and love. As a legislator, he legislates for 
all human beings alike. Whatever law he makes for one, he 
makes for all. He never put one man or nation under one law, 
and others under other laws. Every law that God ever enacted, 
he designed to bear equally on every human being. He never 
gave a law to the Jews which was not intended for Americans. 
He never gave a command to the people of one age which was 
not designed for those of all ages. For instance : it is said God 
gave the law of the Sabbath to the Jews. The God of Nature 
commands man to rest, to observe a Sabbath unto the Lord, 
whenever he is weary. Whoever violates this law, and perseveres 
in mental or physical toil when his nature demands rest, must 
suffer. This law is universal. But, according to the Bible, 
God gave to tha Jews a special Sabbath law, to rest one whole 
day in seven, to make them a holy people. God never instituted 
the seventh-day Sabbath for the Jews, any more than he did the 
first-day Sabbath for Christians. The institution, the Bible be* 
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iDg mtness, is based on the fiction tiiat God made this world m 
six days^ and rested on the seyenth. There are bat few now so 
ignorant and puerile as to assert, against the firsts of geology^ 
that this world was made in six days. 

So with regard to circumcision. (Gen. 17 : 9 — 14.) Did 
the God of Nature ever command every male child bom of 
parents belonging to the Jewish nation, in the infiincy of its 
being, to be mutilated, as a sign of a coYcnant between him and 
them ? It is monstrous ! As well say that he could make chil- 
dren with two eyes, and then command one of them to be put 
out. Imagine such a law to be given to the race ! If he gave 
it to the Jews, he gave it to all nations ; for, as a lawgiver, 
judge, and king, he never changes. 

So with regard to woman. The God of Nature established 
certain laws, whose healthfol operations are essential to her life 
and health as a woman. Yet God is said to have issued a cer- 
tain command respecting her, which makes it a reproach and a 
shame to be a woman and a mother. (Lev. 15 : Id — 33, and 
chap. 12th.) How can any woman, who respects herself as a 
woman, believe that the God of her nature ever said what is 
attributed to him in the passages here referred to 7 No man or 
woman can read them, and understand to what they refer, and 
not feel outraged by them. Yet they are introduced by *^ Thus 
saith the Lord." Imagine such a law, given to and binding 
upon all women ; for, if binding on the Jews, it is on all others. 
Who could worship such a being as a God of Justice ? 

Not one of his laws is ever modified, amended, or repealed. 
His laws are as fixed and unchangeable as his nature. Eight 
and Justice never change. Whatever was right and just, and in 
harmony with the Divine nature, among the Jews, is so with us, 
and will be forever. Whatever is now opposed to truth, justice, 
and love, was so among the Jews. God is not ever modifying 
his laws to suit them to the erer-changing circumstances of men. 
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As with the laws, so with the penalties. The government of the 
God of Nature, as to laws and penalties, is one and the same, in 
all ages and nations. This follows from the fact that God is 
unchangeable in his nature — " the same yesterday, to-day, and 
forever." 

But what says the Bible, in reference to God as a Father, a 
Sovereign, and Benefactor? It represents him as the God of 
Abraham, Isaac, and Jacob, and as the God of Israel, in a pecu- 
liar sense ; as more concerned for their purity, elevation, pros- 
perity, and happiness, than for any other people. Hear how the 
Bible represents God as speaking of them : — 

" For ask now of the days that are past, which were before thee, since 
the day that God created man upon the earth, and ask firom the one side 
of heaven unto the other, whether there hath been any such thing as this 
great thing is, or hath been heard like it 7 Did ever people hear the 
voice of God speaking out of the midst of the fire, as thou hast heard, and 
live? Or hath God assayed to go and take him a nation from the midst 
of another nation, by temptations, by signs, and by wonders, and by war, 
and by a mighty hand, and by a stretched-out arm, and by great terrors, 
according to all that the Ijord your God did for you in Egypt before your 
eyes 7 Unto thee it was shewed, that thou mightest know that the Lord 
he is God ; there is none else beside him. Out of heaven he made thee to 
hear his voice that he might instruct thee ; and upon earth he shewed 
thee his great fire ; and thou heardest his words out of the midst of the 
fire. And because he loved thy fathers, therefore he chose their seed after 
them, and brought thee out in his sight with his mighty power out of 
Egypt To drive out nations from before thee, greater and mightier than 
thou art, to bring thee in, to give thee their land for an inheritance, aa 
it is this day." (Deut. 4 : 82—88.) 

Does the God of Nature select one nation from all others, 
give them laws and statutes, and show them how to please him, 
leaving all other nations in ignorance, and then punishing them 
for sins done in their ignorance ? The Bible makes God say to 
, the Jews (Deut. 7:6): — " For thou art a holy people unto the 
Lord thy God ; the Lord thy Gt)d hath chosen thee to be a 
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special peopk unto himself^ above all people that are upon the 
face of the earth." Was it of more consequence that a Jew 
should be holy and consecrated to God, than a Midiaoite, or an 
Amalekite, or an Egyptian 7 Yet, we are told God chose the Jews 
to be specially holy and consecrated to him, above all people. 

The Bible says (Deut. 14 : 1, 2) : — " Ye (the Jews) are the 
children of the Lord your God. Ye shall not cut yourselves, 
nor make any baldness between your eyes for the dead. For 
thou art an holy people unto the Lord thy God, and the Lord 
hath chosen thee to be a peculiar people unto himself, above all 
the nations that are upon the face of the earth." It goes on to 
state what they may eat, and what not. They were to eat no 
^^ abominable thing, ^' Among other abominable things they 
were not to eat, was a beast that died of itself of disease ; but 
this they might '* oive to strangers and sell to aliens." 
The reason given why they were not to eat it, and why they 
might give and sell the putrid carcass to others was, that they 
were " a koly people unto the Lord,^^ Did the God of Nature ever 
give to a Jew, as a reason why he must not eat diseased meat, 
and why he might " give it to strangers and sell it to aliens," 
that he was holy and consecrated to God 7 

Thus the Jews were ever reminded that God had a greater 
regard for their prosperity and happiness, than for any other 
people. We are told, that from the infancy of Jacob and Esau, 
twin brothers, God ** loved Jacob and hated Esau," when, judg- 
ing from the fruits, Jacob was the most wily and wicked of the 
two. Paul declares that there was an advantage in being a Jew, 
mainly because to the Jews were given the oracles of God. I 
repeat, the God of Nature never enacted a law or penalty for a 
particular locality or people. Every law and every penalty that 
ever issued from Nature's God to human beings, was issued for, 
and designed to bear alike on every individual, on every nation, 
and on every generation of mankind, so long as the race exists. 
10* 
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I base this remark on the fact, that Grod is a aniyersal and an 
impartial Father and Sovereign, and that the whole human race 
constitute but one family, and one nation or kingdom, in his Yiew. 
God never divided the race into nations and kingdoms. Grod 
never run Mason and Dixon's line, and said, " Slavery is right 
on one side of it, and wrong on the other." God never run the 
boundary line between Ohio and Kentucky, and said " that theft, 
robbery, concubinage, incest, slave-breeding, and slave- trading, 
are pleasing to him in the latter State, and not in the former." 
God never prescribed the boundary between Canada and the 
United States, and said, <* I delight in slave-hunting and slave- 
catching in the latter, but not in the former." God never dis- 
tinguished South Carolinians from New Yorkers, and said to the 
former, " You may turn men into brutes, rear your offspring for 
the market, and trample on all domestic affections and endear- 
ments, and hunt men with bloodhounds, and shoot them as wild 
beasts, for seeking to rise from the condition of brutes to that of 
men," and to the latter, " You must not." God never said to 
the Jews, " You may wage aggressive, exterminating wars, and 
have as many wives and concubines as you can get ; " but to 
Christians, " You must not." 

The following is a most extraordinary passage. (Lev. 21 : 16 
— 24.) The question arose. Who should approach the Lord, to 
offer an offering unto him of bread or anjrthing else ? This is 
the answer : — 

" And the Lord spake unto Moses, saying, * ♦ Whatsoever man there 
be that hath a blemish, he shall not approach. A blind man, or a lame, 
or he that hath a flat nose, or anything superfluous ; or a man that is 
broken-footed, or broken-handed, or crooked-backed, or a dwarf, or that 
hath a blemish in his eye, or scurvy, or scabbed, &c., he shall not go in 
unto the veil, nor come nigh unto the altar, because he hath a blemish ; 
that he profane not my sanctuary.*' 

The simple meaning is, that it would defile the sanctuary of 
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Ood for a man that is blind, lame, croolced'backed, dub-footed, 
or broken-handed, or physically deformed, or injared in any way, 
to enter it to make an offering. The natural and necessary con- 
sequence of the law is to subject all such unfortunate beings, who 
most of all deserve our kindliest sympathies, to reproach and 
ignominy. The law is utterly unjust and inhuman, and all would 
so regard it, if enacted by any government at the present day. 
The God of Nature never debarred a man from his temple 
because he was blind, lame, halt, or maimed, or deformed in any 
way. A father rejecting a child from his sanctuary because he 
is deformed, lest he should defile it ! The Father of men never 
did, and whoever or whatever says he did is mistaken. 

The Bible'says (Num. 30 : 1—16) : — " This is the thing which 
the Lord hath commanded," that if an unmarried woman make a 
vow, or promise, her obligation to keep it depends solely on the 
consent of her father. If he objects, *' not any of her vows, or 
of her bonds wherewith she hath bound her soul, shall stand." 
If she be married, this power is given to her husband ; he hath 
power ** to make her vow which she hath vowed, and that which 
she uttered with her lips, of none effect." But if a man, being a 
son or a husband, makes a promise, the father and wife have no 
power to annul the contract. God holds men bound to keep their 
engagements ; but does not hold women bound to keep theirs, 
unless \k\Q\x fathers or husbands ratify it. What a condition this 
puts woman in ! Can any believe the God of Nature ever issued 
such a command? Yet there it is put down. The Bible says he 
Jid. The Bible errs. 

Head an account of a transaction in the 22d chapter of Deut., 
fVom 13th to 21st verses. It says: "If any man take a wife, 
iiiid go in unto her and hate her, and give occasion of speech 
M.otinst her, and bring up an evil name upon her, and say, I took 
tills woman, and when I came to her, I found her not a maid," 
&c. Read the whole story. The end is, if the man's story be 
found to be false, he is to pay the father a fine of one hundred 
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shekels of silrer, and is obliged to keep her as a wife, however he 
may kate her, and she is obliged to live with him as a husband ; 
but if the story of the husband prove true, the woman is to be 
placed close by the door of her father's house, and there stoned 
with stones till she die. Nature and Nature's God, in every 
heart of woman and of man, pronounce this transaction to be in- 
human and unjust. How can any woman read that account, and 
not feel every instinct of her womanly nature outraged ? Espec- 
ially, when she sees that the wife has n» power over the husband 
in regard to the same offence. 

Read, too, the following account of a law and trial to satisfy 
the jealousy of husbands (Numbers 5: 11 — 31): — "And the 
Lord spake unto Moses saying, * * * If the spirit of jealousy 
come upon a man, and he be jealous of his wife, and she be 
defiled, and if the spirit of jealousy come upon him, and she be 
not defiled," &c. Then follows an account of the ordeal through 
which the woman is to pass. She was to swallow some bitter 
drug ; and if it had a certain effect upon her, she was pronounced 
guilty ; but if it had no such effect, she was innocent. But it 
was the nature of the poisonous drug, or water, to produce just 
the effect on her system which were to be the sure signs of her 
guilt. But there is no provision made to test the question 
whether the husband is defiled, and to satisfy the jealousy of the 
wife. Go, read the whole account of the means God is said to 
have provided to test the purity of the wife and to satisfy the 
jealousy of the husband, and say if you can think it possible that 
a righteous God ever spoke this unto Moses, or to any one else. 
What a door for outrage and inhumanity towards woman is here 
opened ! The Bible errs. A just God never opened that door. 

Such views of God as a Legislator and Ruler are most un- 
natural and monstrous. Yet the Bible assures us that God is 
the author of these laws, and that he gave one set to Jews am. 
another to Christians ; one code to one nation and an opposite 
code to another ! The Bible errs. 
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CONCLUSION. 



The following extract is taken from a book entitled " Lec- 
tures ON THE Bible," by John Pmnce, (pp. 31 — 33.) Councils 
to settle theological questions were common in the first five 
centuries of the Christian era. The Council of Nice, to which 
the extract refers, was held a. d. 325 : — 

** Whether the books of the New Testament, in oonneotion with other 
writings which constitute our Bible, were pronounced authentic and 
canonical by this convocation, or not, is (as fkr as I can learn) a matter 
which cannot now be ascertained with certainty. On this point, the 
learned are divided in opinion ; the different conclusions at which they 
have severally arrived, being, at best, but conjectures. It is, however, 
the concurrent testimony of Church historians that, previous to this time, 
there were, besides the writings composing the New Testament, many 
other books in existence, claiming to be more or less authoritative, and 
which were so regarded, and held in no small degree of veneration, by 
some of the early Christian fathers. A distinguished German critic, and 
standard Ecclesiastical Historian* (whose work is highly commended &r 
its accuracy, by Professor Stuart, Orthodox ; Professor Sears, Calvinistic 
Baptist ; and the late Professor Ware, Unitarian), informs us that the 
compilation and arrangement of the present canonical New Testament 
was commenced during the first half of the second century — probably 
about A. D. 120. Still, for some time after this period, other writings 
continued to be cherished with veneration and regarded as authority, in 
all the organized churches of that age ; among them were the * Qospel of 
the Hebrews ' and the * Gospel of the Egyptians,' so called. Many of 

*ainmE — *' Text-Book of Eodeiiasttcal History.'' Cmmingham's traofllatkn} 
pohlished in Philadelphia, 1836, by Garey, Lea & Blanchard. YoL L, p. 08. 
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the books whicli were in Togue at that time, and for an indefinite period 
afterwards, are now included in the collection usually styled * The Apoc- 
ryphal New Testament ' — such as. The First Epistle of Clemens Romanus ; 
The Epistles of Ignatius, seven in number ; The Epistle of Polycarp ; 
The Epistle of Barnabas ; and the Shepherd of Hermas. At what time 
these and other books, now reckoned as Apocryphal, were generally dis- 
carded by the /Chief branches of the early Church, it is exceedingly diffi- 
cult, if not absolutely impossible, to determine — at least, with anything 
like certainty. Though it wUl, perhaps, be superfluous, as far as most of 
you are concerned, yet it may be serviceable to the younger portion of the 
audienee for me to remark, in passing, that the word Apocryphal (in its 
conventional, though not exactly its primary usage) signifies — of doubt- 
ful authority ; considered as unworthy of credence, or (viewed in the most 
favorable aspect) not to be relied on implicitly. It is an adjective, essen- 
tially synonymous wjth the noun Apocrypha, which those deeply versed 
in the analysis and origin of languages tell us was derived from a Greek 
phrase signifying to hide or conceal, — it being the practice of ecclesi- 
astics, when acting in the capacity of a council, or as individuals, for the 
purpose of forming a scriptural canon, to conceal, as fkr as possible, those 
writings which they had pronounced spurious or questionable. It is 
stated by the learned Dr. Buck, in his Theological Dictionary, that there 
were in existence, during some of the first centuries after the Christian 
era, thirty or forty books, since rejected, the larger number of which 
were designated by the name Gospel, The titles of some of these are as 
follows : — The Acts of Andrew ; The (Gospel of Andrew ; The Gospel 
according to the Twelve Apostles ; The Gospel of Barnabas ; The Gospel 
of Bartholomew ; An Epistle of Christ ; The Gospel of Matthias ; The 
Gospel according to the Nazarenes ; The Acts of Paul ; The Revelation of 
Paul ; The Gospel of Perfection ; The Acts of Peter ; The Gospel of Peter ; 
The Revelation of Peter ; The Acts of Phillip ; The Gospel of Phillip ; The 
Revelation of Stephen ; The Gospel of Thaddeus ; The Gospel of Thomas ; 
The Gospel of Truth ; and several other Gospels, Epistles, and Revelations, 
to enumerate which would unnecessarily consume our time, as I have 
adduced a sufficient number to ^ve you a tolerably comprehensive idea of 
the variety of Apostolic writings, — real or pretended, or both, — which 
were extant, and respected more or less, in the early days of the Christian 
Church." 



